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To 

The  Right  Honourable 

THE 

L a  by  WALPOLE. 

Madam, 

EAVEN  HAS  BESTOWED  ON 

your  Ladyship  not  only  the 
Will;  but  also  the  Power 
of  encouraging  all  useful 
arts,  and  of  putting  in  execution  any 
good  and  laudable  design,  which,  in 

ALL  AGES,  HAVE  BEEN  THE  ENDEAVOUR  AND 

GLORY  OF  THE  WISE  AND  GREAT!  If  WHAT 

l  NOW  OFFER,  FOR  THE  HONOUR  AND  SER¬ 
VICE  OF  THAT  SEX,  WHICH  YOU  SO  HIGH¬ 
LY  GRACE,  SHOULD  BE  ACCEPTABLE  TO 

your  Ladyship,  I  shall  think  my  time 

AND  LABOUR  WELL  SPENT.  ThAtGodmAY 
CONTINUE  TO  BLESS,  WITH  DESERVED  HO¬ 
NOURS,  THE  PERSON  AND  CONDUCT  OF  YOUR 
ILLUSTRIOUS  CONSORT  SlR  RoBERT,  YOUR 
adyship,  and  all  your  noble  family 
IS  AND  SHALL  BE  THE  CONSTANT  PRAYER  Of* 

Madam, 

Your  Ladyship’s 
London,  most  humble,  and 

1  Oi 

most  devoted  servant, 

JOHN  DOUGLAS. 


■) 


tf 


' 


-  '  ■ 


/ 


‘  ,  <» 


i 


■  . 


N.  B. 

IMufl:  here  acquaint  the  Reader,  that  through 
the  whole  I  have  not  once  made  ufe  of  the 
common,  tho*  barbarous,  word  Man-midwife , 
except  in  quotations,  becaufe  it  carries  Nonfenfe  in 
the  very  front  of  it  :  How  can  a  Man  be  a  Wife* 
except  he  be  a  Hermaphrodite  ?  May  they  net  as 
properly  fay  a  Man-Monkey,  a  Man-Goofe,  or  a 
Man-Afs.  The  French  exprefs  it  very  beautifully 
by  the  word  Accoucheur,  i.  e9  a  Man  who  delivers 
women  in  labour.  And  I  fhall  always  exprefs  it 
by  the  Word  Midman  ;  which,  tho5  not  fo  neat  as 
the  French,  yet  is  much  better  than  the  abfurd 
Word  complained  of. 

The  common  Word  Midwife  is  alfo  often  very 
improperly  ufed,  E.  G.  A  Maid  may  be  taught 
the  art  of  delivering  women,  yet  fhe  is  not  a  Wife, 
Widows  alfo  lay  women,  yet  they  are  not  Wives. 
Therefore  to  reconcile  this  impropriety,  I  fhall  al¬ 
ways,  except  in  quotations,  call  them  Midwomen, 
which  includes  Maids,  Wives,  and  Widows.  But 
Dr.  Maubray,  ("the  worft  writer  on  this  fubject)  and 
Mr.  Chapman  after  him,  make  ufe  of  another 
appellation,  much  more  abfurd,  viz.  Woman-Mid¬ 
wife,  Women-Midvives :  Pray  would  not  faying 
Midwife  and  Midwives,  diflinguifh  their  fex  fuffi- 
ciently  ?  Pray  who  ever  heard  of  Girl-Midwives  ? 


Expli- 


Explication  of  the  Latin  words 
which  occur  in  Quotations,  &c. 

•  *  *-  r  -  - 

\R  ANIUM ,  the  Scull. 


2.  Scrotum ,  the  bag  which  conrains  theTef- 

tides  in  Males. 


3,  Labia  Pudendi . 


4.  Vagina ,  the  Sheath,  or  Paflfage  to  the  Mouth  of 

the  Womb. 

5.  Oj  Tincce^  nel  Internum ,  the  Mouth  of  the  W  omb« 

6.  Uterus 


or 


Matrix*,  3 

7.  Fundus  Uteri ,  the  bottom  of  the  Womb. 

8.  Foetus ,  the  Infant  or  Child. 

9.  Funis  UmbUicaliSy  the  Navel-firing. 

10.  Placenta ,  the  Burden,  Secundine,  or  After-birth* 

1 1.  Pelvis ,  the  Bafon,  which  contains  the  Womb, 

Bladder,  &c. 

1 2 .  Offa  Pubis ,  the  fore-part  of  the  Bafon. 

13.  Sacrum ,  the  back-part  of  the  Bafon. 

14.  OJfa  Innominata ,  the  fides  of  the  Bafon. 


THE 


THE 

State  of  Midwifery. 

S  it  not  very  furprifing,  nay  and  un¬ 
accountable,  that  tho5  almoft  all  the 
other  parts  of  Surgery  have  been  cul¬ 
tivated  with  great  affiduity,  by  the 
moil  knowing  Men,  ever  fince  Hip¬ 
pocrates,  nay  and  before  him,  yet  (’till  about  the 
middle  of  the  lafl  century)  the  operations  neceffary  for 
the  fafety  of  women  in  labour,  and  their  children  * 
operations  of  more  confequence  to  mankind  than 
almoft  all  the  reft;  operations  fo  often  wanted,  fo 
difficult  many  times  to  perform,  and  upon  which  al¬ 
ways  two,  and  fometimes  more  lives  depend,  feem 
to  have  been  entirely  left  to  a  parcel  of  ignorant 
women,  or  to  Men  little  better  qualified  than  they* 
who  upon  any  extraordinary  difficulty  (as  too  many 
ftill  do)  took  hooks  or  knives,  and  carved  the  chil¬ 
dren  to  pieces  ;  and  often  alfo  deftroyed  the  Mother  ? 

The  Surgeons  at  Paris,  &c.  to  remedy  this  evil, 
have  for  many  years  paft,  obliged  all  the  Midwo¬ 
men  to  be  examined  and  approved  of  at  their  hall 
before  ever  they  dare  fet  up  for  pradice  :  An  exl 
ample  moft  worthy  of  imitation  !  But  how,  or  by 
w  at  infatuation,  our  Dom,  fac,  totum  buffered  thefe 
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operations  to  drop  through  their  fingers,  (as  if  they 
were  no  part  of  their  profeflion,  as  if  they  were  not 
manual  operations,  or  were  of  little  or  no  confe- 
quence  to  mankind,)  into  the  hands  of  Dodtois, 
inferioris  fortis  media ,  (as  a  certain  Gentleman 
calls  them,)  Apothecaries,  and  the  lowed:  clafs  of 
their  own  Fraternity  !  (fome  of  whom  have  been, 
and  are,  as  illiterate,  of  as  low  capacities,  and  as  little 
acquainted  with  the  other  great  operations  of  Surgery, 
as  almoft  any  of  the  women)  and  have  and  do  allow 
every  filly  woman,  who  takes  it  in  her  head,  with 
very  little  or  no  inftrudion,  to  practice  impure 
among  his  Majefty’s  fubjeds,  without  any  the  lead: 
examination  or  licence !  are  queftions  I  fhall  not 
now  take  upon  me  to  anfwer.  But  to  proceed : 

The  firffc  rational  account  we  ever  had  of  deli¬ 
vering  women  in  labour,  was  publifhed  at  Paris 
by  Mr.  Mauriceau,  in  1668.  In  his  dedication, 
he  gives  the  following  honed:  account  of  hk  defign  : 
«c  I  have  the  rather  undertaken  this  work,  that 
«<  Midwives  might  find  therein  what  they  ought  to 
«c  know,  the  better  to  exercife  their  art,  and  un- 
«c  dergo  the  examination  they  are  obliged  to  at 
Surgeons- Hall,  before  they  are  admitted  to 
«c  practice.”  In  his  preface,  he  fays,  I  have 
cc  not  run  out  into  fuperduous  difcourfe  *  ( i.  e.  he 
had  avoided  all  puzzling  and  unintelligible 
Theories  and  Hypothefes,  about  generation, 
nutrition,  fuperfcetation,  and  fuch  fort  of  jar-! 
o-on,)  “  that  I  might  be  more  ferviceable  both 

«  to  Surgeons  and  Mid  wives” 

This  plain  pradical  work,  would  undoubted¬ 
ly  have  had  a  much  better  effed  upon  our  Mid*i 
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women,  had  they  not  been  puzzled  and  confound¬ 
ed,  (inftead  of  being  inftrudledj  by  the  artful  infi- 
nuations  of  the  tranflator,  in  his  prefkce  and  mar¬ 
ginal  notes,  publifhed  in  1672.  as  will  appear  by 
the  following  quotations. 

Dr.  Chamberlen,  in  his  preface,  fays,  “  Hav- 
“  ing  long  obferved  the  great  want  of  neceflary 
“  diredfions  how  to  govern  women  with  child 
“  and  in  child-bed,  &c.  I  defign’d  a  fmall  ma- 
“  nual t0  tJlat  purpofe  ;  but  meeting  fome  time 
“  after  in  France  with  this  treatife  of  Mauriceau, 
“  which  In  my  opinion  exceeds  all  former  Au- 
“  thors>  I  changed  my  refolution  into  that  of 
mandating  him  ;  whom  I  need  not  much  com- 
“  mend,  becaufe  he  is  fortified  with  the  approba- 
“  tion  of  the  wardens  of  the  Surgeons  company  of 
Paris.  Pray  would  the  Dodtor  have  thought  he 
had  been  fo  well  fortified,  if  he  had  had  the  approba¬ 
tion  of  the  then  wardens  of  the  Surgeons  company  of 
London  ?  or  the  appiobation  of  the  college  of  phy- 
fxcians  at  Paris  ?  “  I  have  carefully  rendered  his 
“  book  into  Englifh,  for  the  benefit  of  our  Mid- 
wives.”  This  is  certainly  a  very  fair  and  honeft 
Exordium,  a  worthy  and  laudable  Defign  ;  but  pray 
nark  the  end  on’t :  “  Of  whom  many  may  yet  very 
well  admit  of  an  additional  knowledge.”  This 
.annot  be  denied,  but  pray  where  are  they  to  °-q 
00k  for  this  additional  knowledge,  if  he  means.  In 
:heir  profeffion  ?  Is  it  to  be  found  in  his  preface  and 
narginal  notes  upon  Mauriceau’s  work  ?  No  !  they 
ather  darken,  than  explain,  the  Author’s  meaning. 
iut  the  additional  knowledge  the  Dotfror  means,  and 
las  taken  fuch  pains  to  inculcate,  through  the 
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whole  of  his  preface  and  notes,  is  to  inform  them 
that  He  and  his  family  can  affift  them  better  than  any 
other  Men  *,  that  they  have  no  bufinefs  to  meddle 
with  any  child,  except  thofe  who  juft  drop  into 
their  hands,  and  that  whenever  the  leaft  difficulty 
appears,  to  fend  for  him,  or  fome  of  the  Noftrum- 
mongers  *,  as  will  appear  evidently  from  the  tenure 
of  the  whole. 

Then  he  goes  on,  ec  The  principal  thing  wor- 
thy  the  obfervation  of  Midwives  in  this  book, 
is  accurately  to  difcover  what  is  properly  their 
cc  work,  and  when  it  is  neceffary  to  fend  for  ad- 
vice  and  affiftance,  that  fo,  many  women  and 
gc  children  may  he  preferved ,  that  now  perifh  for 
want  of  feafonable  help”  i.  e.  fall  vidtims 
to  the  ignorance  of  Mid  women.  “  And  that 

Midwife’s  fkill  is  certainly  the  greateft,  and 
fhe  deferves  moil  commendation,  who  can 
fooneft  difcover  the  fuccefs  of  the  labour, 
and  accordingly  either  wait  with  patience,  or 
£C  timely  fend  for  advice  and  help.”  Pray  is  not 
that  M  id  w  worn  an’s  fkill  ft  ill  greater  ?  and  does  fhe 
not  deferve  much  more  commendation  ?  who  can 
fooneft  difcover  what  obftrudls  the  delivery,  and 
then  removes  the  obftrudtion  herfelf,  and  thereby 
faves  the  woman  the  fright,  trouble,  and  expence, , 
of  fending  for  any  farther  help  or  advice  ?  “Non 
sc  can  it  be  fo  great  a  difcredit  to  a  Midwife  (let’ 
“  fome  of  them  imagine  what  they  pleafe)  to  have; 

a  woman  or  child  faved  by  a  man’s  affiftance,  as : 
4C  to  luffer  either  to  die  under  her  own  hand,  tho’l 
delivered :  For  that  Midwife  miftakes  her  office, 
that  thinks  fhe  hath  performed  it,  by  only  layingi 
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“  the  woman ;  becaufe  her  principal  duty  is  to 
“  take  care  that  ihe  and  her  child  be  well,  with 
“  Safety  and  convenient  fpeed  parted  •,  ”  who 
don’t  know  that?  “  and,  if  this  be  impoffible  for 
“  her,  it  will  juftify  her  better  to  wave  her  imagi- 
“  nary  reputation,  and  fend  for  help.”  No  doubt 
of  it.  But  would  it  not  have  been  much  better  if 
they  had  been  taught  to  do  their  office  themfelves  ? 

Thus  you  fee  Mr.  Mauriceau’s  defign  in  pub¬ 
lishing  his  book,  was  to  inftruft  the  Midwomen 
how  to  perform  their  office  better  ;  but  Dr.  Cham- 
berlen  perverts  that  defign ,  and  feems  to  have  the 
Intereft  of  the  Midmen,  and  not  that  of  the  Mid¬ 
women,  or  — - - principally  at  heart,  as  is  evi¬ 

dent  from  the  foregoing  quotations,  &c. 

Notwithstanding  all  thefe  coaxes  and  threats, 
which  he  plays  off  fo  brifkly  upon  the  town  Mid¬ 
women,  fwho  are  undoubtedly  much  better  qualifi¬ 
ed,  than  thofe  in  the  country)  in  cafe  they  don’t  fend 
for  him,  &c.  on  every  trifling  difficulty,  he  goes  on, 
and  fays,  “  Yet  in  countries  and  places  whefehelp 
“  and  good  advice  is  not  feafonably  to  be  had, 
“  Midwives  are  compelled  to  do  their  beft,  as 
“  G°d  Shall  enable  them.”  Pray  has  God  any 
where  promifed  to  give  more  affiltance  to  a  country 
than  a  town  Midwoman  ?  Thus  the  poor  country 
Midwomen  are  to  aft  as  God  fit  all  enable  them  ; 
but  the  town  Midwomen,  as  the  Doftor  &c.  fhall 
direft,  Utrum  horum !  Pray  has  God  Almighty  given 
us  the  leaf!:  ground  to  expeft,  that  he  will  in- 
fpire  us  in  an  inftant,  even  upon  the  mod  urgent 
occafion,  with  the  perfeft  knowledge  of  any  ufe- 
ful  art,  only  becaufe  it  would  juft  then  be  of  fer- 
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vice  to  us  ?  No.  But  he  has  told  us,  that,  if  we 
want  to  acquire  the  knowledge  of  any  ufeful  art, 
we  mull  diligently  and  affiduoufty  apply  ourfelves 
to  the  lludy  of  it  in  the  mod  proper  manner  we 
can.  Dii  labor  antibus  omnia  vendunt !  4C  Which  dan- 
cc  gerous  and  uncertain  trials  it  doth  not  become 
**  them  to  put  in  praftice  upon  women,  where 
no  timely  affiftance  need  be  wanting/9  Thus 
you  fee,  the  Dodlor  thinks  dangerous  and  un¬ 
certain  trials  may  lawfully  be  put  in  pra&ice 
on  women  in  the  country,  tho9  not  upon  thofe  in 
town,  where  he  and  the  reft  of  the  Noftrum- 
mongers  may  be  had.  But,  pray,  might  not 
many  of  thefe  uncertain  and  dangerous  trials, 
both  in  town  and  country,  have  been  prevented,  if 
he  had  endeavoured  as  much  to  inftrudl  them  how 
to  give  better  affiftance  themfelves,  as  he  has  done 
to  let  them  know  when  to  fend  for  him,  &c. 
Are  not  the  women’s  lives  in  the  country  as  va¬ 
luable  as  thofe  in  town  ? 

Then  he  goes  on  to  tell  them  in  what  particu¬ 
lar  cafes  they  ought  to  fend  for  him,  &c.  viz. 

i.  In  moft  wrong  births,  with  or  without  pain." 
(alias  with  or  without  danger  or  difficulty )  “2.  All 
46  floodings  with  clods,  tho9  little  or  no  pain, 
whether  at  fulltime  or  not.  3.  All  convulfions. 
4.  Many  firft  labours.  5.  And  fome  others  ; 59 
fi.  e.  every  other  cafe,  when  the  People  are  fub- 
ftantial,)  viz.  tho9  the  child  be  right,  if  little  or 
no  pain,  after  the  breaking  of  the  waters,  and 
the  child’s  not  following  them  in  fome  fix  or 
ten  hours  after,  require  the  good  advice  of,  and, 
g<  peradventure,  fpeedy  delivery  by  expert  phyfi- 
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dans  in  this  practice.”  Pray  would  not  expert  Sur¬ 
geons  in  this  pradice  do  as  well  ?  Is  it  not  evident 
from  the  Dodor’s  lift  of  cafes,  that  very  few  wo¬ 
men  (except  thofe  in  the  country,  or  who  are  very 
poor )  could  efcape  thofe  expert  Phyficians  ?  viz  He 
his  father,  and  two  brothers.  * 

B  u  t  leaft  the  charge  he  has  given  to  the  Mid¬ 
women  (of  fending  for  him,  &c.  upon  every  tri¬ 
fling  occafion^)  fhould  not  have  weight  enough, 
he  alfo  threatens  the  poor  fuffering  women  with 
what  may  happen  to  them,  in  cafe  they  don’t  oblige 
their  Midwomen  to  fend  for  them.  “  Let  me 
44  therefore  advife  the  good  women,  not  fo  readily 
to  blame  thofe  Midwives  who  are  not  backward 
in  dangerous  cafes,’*  ( or  not  dangerous  cafes d) 
^  to  defire  advice,  leaft  it  coft  them  dear;5’  (pray 
don’t  it  always  coft  them  dear  when  they  do? ) 
“  by  difcouraging  and  forcing  them  to  prefume 
beyond  their  knowledge  and  ftrength,”  As  for 
their  want  of  knowledge,  I  take  it  to  be  more  their 
misfortune  than  their  fault,  becauic  they  have 
not  yet  had  fuch  proper  opportunities  of  informing 
themfelves,  as  they  ought  to  have  ;  but  as  to 
ftrength,  Pm  fatisfied  1110ft  of  them  have  enough, 
did  they  know  how  to  make  a  proper  ufe  of  it. 

efpecially  when  too  many  are  over  confident.53 
For  this  compliment  the  Midwomen  are  as  much 
obliged  to  him,  as  for  many  others  he  pafifes  upon 
them. 

In  another  place  he  fays,  If  therefore  the 
ufe  of  hooks  by  Phyficians”  (pray  what  bufinefs 
have  phyficians  with  hooks  ?  Are  not  pen,  ink, 
and  paper,  their  proper  inftruments  ?  What  right 
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have  they  then  to  encroach  upon  us  ?  Don’t  they 
make  a  fid  outcry,  are  not  they  alarmed  as  if 
their  craft  was  in  danger,  when  we  ufe  pen 
and  ink?  except  in  Pauper  cafes.  cc  and  Sur- 
geons,  be  condemned,  (without  thereto  necef- 
<c  fitated  by  fome  monftrous  birth,  See.)39  Now 
you  fee  he  is  obliged  to  own,  notwithstanding  all 
he  fays  to  the  contrary,  that  hooks  are  fome- 
times  abfolutely  necefiary.  “  We  can  much  lefs 
approve  of  a  Midwife’s  ufing  them,  as  fome  here 
in  England  boaft  they  do  ;  which  rafh  prefump- 
sc  tion,  in  France,  would  call  them  in  queftion  for 
their  lives.”  The  Dodtor  allows,  pag,  5.  country 
Midwives  are  compelled  to  do  their  belt  as 
God  fhall  diredt  them:  Now  fuppofing  that  God 
fhould  diredt  one  of  them  to  make  ufe  of  a  croch¬ 
et,.  in  a  fit  cafe,  and  after  a  proper  manner, 
muff  (lie  be  tried  for  her  life  for  it  ?  Is  not  this  a 
very  hard  charge  upon  the  poor  Mid  women,  with¬ 
out  any  proof?  I  muft  difient  fo  far  from  the  Doc¬ 
tor’s  opinion,  that  I  believe  the  hardieft  Mid¬ 
woman  in  London,  would  tremble  at  the  very 
thought  of  it,  unlefs  they  were  fully  infbrudtedhow 
to  ufe  it,  as  ■  ;  but  for  what  they  may  do 

in  the  country,  according  to  the  Dodtor’s  advice, 
above  recited,  I  cannot  anfwer. 

Mr.  Mauriceau  (pag.  179.)  fays,  “  A  Midwife 
vaunted  fhe  was  more  fkilful  in  her  art  than  any 
€C  Surgeon.”  Upon  which  Dr.Chamberlen  remarks, 
that,  ct  It  feems  Midwives  in  other  countries,  as 
cc  well  as  England,  have  that  pernicious  vanity.” 
But,  pray  were  there  no  Midmen  then  in  Eng¬ 
land,  who  had  vaunted  they  could  perform  what 
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they  really  could  not  ?  Vid.  Mr.  Mauriceau’s  26th 
obiervation,  quoted  below. 

Mr.  Mauriceau,  pag.  203.  “  Ifthearm  be  ad- 
“  var.ced  as  far  as  the  ihoulder,  &c.  Dr.  Chamberlen 

lASAr  whichfeJdom  is’  unlefs  an  Ignorant 
Midwife  tamper  with  it.”  Are  not  thefe  prettv 

comp  iments  ?  but  where  is  the  inftrudtion  f  Are 

not  a  1  practitioners,  of  the  very  leaft  experience, 

enfible  it  often  happens  without  any  tampering 

But  notwithftanding  he  has  been  fo  ]avilh  fn 

tee,  and  many  other  places,  in  cenfuring 

thole  good  women  yet  he  winds  up  his  preface 

“  Mid  V°  f°r,M  ’  V'Z-  “  1  hoPe  no  g°°d 
Midwives  will  blame  me  for  reprehendin'  the 

aults  of  Bad  ones,  who  are  only  aimed  at,' "and 

„  r,n  ,  “  A  WOrk  ;  and  I’m  confident 
.  ne  but  tbe  Guilty  will  be  concerned,  and  take 
it  to  themfelves,  which  I  defire  they  may,  and 
amend.  Is  not  this  cobweb  eafily  feen  throu-h  ? 

Midwi **  Um'  *“  "enti““l  S~d 
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Dr.  Chamberlen’s  account  of  his  fecret. 


-  is  not  content  with  amufiing,  confound- 

1  „  f‘nS,-myl  and  abufinS  the  Midwomen,  at 

■  ifC  rlmC  kc  ma^es  a  ^cw  °f  teaching  them 
>u  a  o  ferves  the  Midmen  the  fame  fauce  j  by 

[king  them The  has  a  fecret,  which  will  do  won- 
1:’,  ’  ,e‘  Xt  Wljl  fave  many  children’s  lives, 

s  Z’A  ^  °  n0t  kn0W  k’  («■  fonetbiag 

not  A  deftr°y  ;  but  cannot  in  honour 

notwithftanding  it  might  fave  thouihnds  of  lives.) 
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difcover  it  even  to  them,  becaufe  it  might  preju¬ 
dice  the  perfonal  intereft  of  his  father  and  two 
brothers,  who  only,  in  all  Europe,  know  it:  But 
what  they  may  do  in  Africa,  Afia,  &c.  this 
deponent  fayeth  not.  His  own  ftory  is  as  fol¬ 
lows :  44  My  Author,  lib.  ii.  cap.  17.  jollifies 

cc  the  fattening  hooks  in  the  head  of  a  child  that 
44  comes  right,  and  yet  becaufe  of  fome  difficulty 
44  or  difproportion,  cannot  pafsj  which  I  confefs 
44  has  been,  and  is  yet  the  pradice  of  the  moll 
44  expert  artitts  in  Midwifery,  not  only  in  Eng- 
44  land,  but  throughout  Europe.  But  I  can  neither 
64  approve  of  that  pradice,  nor  thofe  delays  ; ” 
(Pray  obferve  how  long  he  was  in  attempting  to 
deliver  that  woman  at  Paris,  vid.  M.  M.  obf.  26. 
quoted  below  *  44  becaufe  my  father,  brothers, 

44  and  felf,  (tho’  none  elfe  in  Europe  as  I  know,) 
Pray  had  not  Sir  David  Hamilton  more  bufinefs, 
and  as  good,  if  not  better  fuccefs,  in  the 
practice  of  Midwifery  than  he  ?  May  we  not  then, 
reafonably  flippofe,  that  he  either  knew  his  fecret, 
or  had  one  of  his  own,  tho’  he  never  made  any 
nolle  about  it,  which  anfwered  as  well  ?  44  have, 
44  by  God’s  bleffing,  and  our  indullry,  attained  to, 
44  and  long  pradifed  a  way  to  deliver  women  in 
44  this  cafe,  without  any  prejudice  to  them  of  their 
44  infants*,  tho’  all  others  (being  obliged,  for  want 
44  of  fuch  an  expedient,  to  ufe  the  common  way) 
44  do,  and  mull  endanger,  if  not  deftroy  one  or 
44  both  with  hooks.”  Pray  would  it  not  have 
been  a  grateful  return,  for  God’s  bleffing  them 
with  fo  uieful  a  fecret,  to  have  communicated  it  to 
the  reft  of  the  Midmen,  whereby  the  deftrudion  I 
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of  fo  many  women  and  children,  might  have  been 
prevented  ?  “  By  this  manual  operation  a  labour  may 
“  be  difpatched,  (on  the  leaft  difficulty/*  fo  that 
on. the  leaft  difficulty,  either  to  Midwomen  or 
Midmen,  we  muft  immediately  run  for  one  of  the 
Noftrum-mongers.  “  with  fewer  pains,  andfoon- 

“  er>  t0  t!'e  great  advantage,  and  without  danger 
“  both  of  woman  and  child. 


H  e  is  not  content  with  having  thus  acquainted 
ns  with  the  great  value  of  his  fecret,  and  who  be- 
fides  himfelf  are  poffeffed  of  it,  in  his  epiftle,  but 
alfo  mentions  and  recommends  it  over  and  over 
ad  naufeam  ufque ,  through  the  whole  of  his  remarks 
on  this  work,  for  fear  the  Midwomen  fhould  at¬ 
tend  Mr.  Mauriceau  fo  much,  that  they  ffiould  for¬ 
get  his  Noftrum,  E.  G.  Mr.  Mauriceau,  pao- 
“If  there  be  any  .cafe,  wherein 
“  0llSnt  t0  make  the  greateft  refleftion,  andufe 
“  m,°11,  Precaution  in  his  art,  it  is  this ;  to  know 
whether  the  infant  be  alive  or  dead  ?5’  Dr.  Cham- 
berlen  remarks,  “  This  caution  is  not  fo  neceffarv 
“  to  thofe  praftitoners  which  can  fetch  a  child 
“  coming  right,  _  or  with  the  Arm  j  without 
^oks  or  lharp  mftruments,  as  the  tranflator  of 
this  book,  and  his  father,  and  his  brothers  can.” 
A  R.  Chapman  in  his  eflay  on  Midwifery  1730 
%s.  Dr  Chamberlen’s  fecret  was  the  Forceps. 

PC"-  makes  the  Showing  quaint  obfervatipn  on 
fore-mentioned  remark:  “Here  is  fome- 

rhmg  very  odd  methinks,  in  applying  this 
J,ret  t0  bofh  there  cafes,  as  equaSy  krvice- 

e  t0  ei^ier?  the  cafes  differing  fo  very 
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££  widely,  and  requiring  a  quite  different  method  i 
££  For  the  head  prefenting,  and  far  advanced,  is 
££  to  be  taken  hold  of  by  the  Forceps,  and  ex- 
££  trailed  ;  when  a  child  which  prefen ts  an  arm, 
££  is  to  be  turned,  and  fo  brought  away  by  its 
££  feet  ;”  i.  e,  without  either  hooks  or  fharp  in- 
ftrumcnts. 

Whence  its  evident,  Mr.  Chapman  did  not 
apprehend  the  DoCloFs  view  in  applying  his  fecret 
to  the  arm  as  well  as  the  head.  It  was  undoubted¬ 
ly  the  better  to  puzzle  the  caufe,  the  better  to  con¬ 
ceal  his  Noftrum,  that  he  applies  it  to  two  cafes, 
between  which  there  is  not  the  leaft  analogy.  He 
might  as  well  have  faid,  it  would  be  of  great  ufe  in 
extracting  the  hone,  or  in  drawing  teeth. 

Mr.  Mauriceau,  pag.  204.  ££  The  arm 

cc  is  to  be  twilled  off,  if  the  child  be  dead.” 
Dr.  Chamberlen,  ££  Good  if  the  child  be  dead; 
££  but  it  may  be  always  done  without.”  Undoubt¬ 
edly  it  may  be  often  done  without  twilling  it  off, 
but  not  with  his  Forceps.  Mr.  Mauriceau,  ibid. 
££  Before  you  ufe  the  Crotchet,  be  fure  the  child  is 
££  dead.”  Dr.  Chamberlen,  ££  this  caveat  is  un- 
££  neceffary  to  thole  who  underhand  the  art  aright.” 
j.  e.  only  the  Mohrum- mongers.  Dr.  Chamber¬ 
len,  ££  The  ufe  of  the  crotchet  may  be  con- 
££  nived  at  when  the  child  is  dead  ;  but  becaufe 
££  the  moft  careful  may  often  times  be  miftaken, 
££  it  cannot  be  approved  of;  as  appears  in  the 
££  tranflator’s  epiftle  to  the  reader.”  Dr.  Chamberlen, 
pag.  226.  £C  ThoJ  the  Crotchet  cannot  hurt  a  dead 
££  child, yet  it  may  endanger  the  woman  by  flipping  ds 
(So  may  a  Lancet,  Traphine,  or  any  other  inftru* 
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ment  in  the  hands  of  thofe  who  don’t  know  how 
to  the  them.)  “  Wherefore  the  tranflator  of  this 
treatife  cannot  approve  of  it,  having  an  eafier 
and  flifer  way  to  do  this  operation,  as  he  men- 
“  tions  in  his  preface  to  this  book.  Dr.  Chamber- 
len,  pag.  227.  “  Ail  this  (viz.  the  ufe  of  the 

“  Crotchet)  were  to  no  purpofe,  if  others  had  the 
ar  t  to  do  it,  as  the  tranflator  can,  and  mentions 
“  in  his  preface  to  this  book. 

D  r.  Chamberlen,  pag.  229.  “  Thofe  inftru- 
inents  are  very  unfafe  for  the  woman  * 3 *  (Yin- 
doubtedly,  when  in  unexperienced  hands,  other- 
wife  they  are  not  at  all  dangerous ;)  “  and  having 
a  better  way,  I  cannot  pafs  them  without  mani- 
“  fefting  my  difiike.’’  Mr.  Mauriceau,  pag.  194. 
“  ^’s  a  Sreat  queftion,  whether  a  living  child 
ought  to  be  deftroyed  to  fave  the  mother ?  ” 
pr.  Chamberlen,  “  This  queftion  is  out  of  doors, 

“  forrthe  reafon  §iven  in  the  forefaid  preface.” 

I  m  afraid  this  will  prove  but  a  very  bad  reafon  in 
fome  cafes,  _  notwithftanding  it’s  laid  down  with 
fuch  a  magifterial  and  dictatorial  air,  as  I  fhall 
prove  at  a  more  proper  time.  Mr.  Mauriceau, 
PaS-  r95-  hays,  “  It  is  always  better  of  two  evils 
‘‘  to  choofe  the  leaft,  fo  we  ought  always  to  pre¬ 
fer  the  mother’s  life  before  the  child’s.”  Dr. 
Chamberlen,  “  This  chapter  might  be  very  well 
“  Spared,  if  every  praditioner  had  the  art  the 
“  ^anhator  profeffeth  in  his  epiftle,  of  fetching  a 

child,  when  it  comes  right,  without  hooks,  or 
<c  turning  it” 

I  F  tulning  will  do,  there  is  never  any  occafion 
tor  hooks,  or  for  his  fecret  either.  Thus  you  fee 
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with  what  fulfome  repetitions,  what  naufeous  re* 
commendations  of  his  Noftrum,  he  has  fluffed  his 
remarks ;  but  has  not  made  one  remark,  that  can 
be  of  any  advantage  to  our  Midwomen ;  and  feems 
to  have  had  nothing  elfe  in  view  through  the 
whole,  but  to  tell  them  when  they  ought  to  fend 
for  him,  and  to  let  them  know,  that  he,  &c. 
could  ferve  them  better  than  any  body  elfe. 

O  u  r  tranflator,  like  all  the  reft  of  the  Secret- 
mongers,  has  given  a  better  character  of  his  No- 
ftrum,  than  I  fancy  it  deferves.  E.  Ge  He  has 
taken  a  great  deal  of  pains,  and  ufed  all  his  art  to 
perfuade  us,  that  he,  &c.  can  fetch  a  child,  which 
prefents  right,  at  all  times,  and  in  all  circumftances, 
without  hooks,  or  turning,  &c.  but  how  this  qua¬ 
drates  with  the  two  following  cafes,  (one  of  which 
is  tranflated  by  the  Dodlor  himfelf,  and  the  other 
is  recorded  in  Mr.  Mauriceau’s  26th  obfervation,) 
1  leave  the  reader  to  judge. 

Mr.  Mauriceau,  pag,  198.  tells  us,  that  “  in 
cc  the  year  1660,  while  he  praftifed  Midwifery  in 
4c  the  Hotel  Dieu,  one  of  the  Deputies  had  a  wo* 
4C  man  whofe  Child  fhe  could  not  pofibly  bring 
forth  further  than  its  head  ;  therefore  called  the 
44  head  Midwife  to  her  aid  ;  who  likewife  ufed  her 
£C  utmoft  fkill  but  in  vain :  And  when  they  had 
6  4  both  thus  tir’d  themfelvcs  in  pulling  the  head, 
I  came  in  accidentally,  and  they  defired  me  to 
examine,  and  find  the  caufe  why  the  child  could 
6C  not  be  drawn  forth  with  all  their  ftrength, 
which  was  fufficient  to  have  drawn  forth  the 
fhoulders,  if  they  had  been  as  big  again  as  they 
were,  which  having  confidered,  I  immediately 
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“  “nceiv,erd  tbe  ,difficulty  to  proceed  from  fome- 
thmg  elfe  :  I  then  put  my  hand  into  the  womb 
up  to  the  child’s  Ihoulders,  which  feemed  fmall 
enough  to  pafs  with  eafe,  therefore  I  concluded 
“  t^t  the  hindrance  was  not  there. 

After  that,  I  put  my  hand  farther  up  to- 
“  wards  it’s  belly,  which  I  found  very  much  fwel- 
“  led  by  a  dropfy.  I  therefore  told  them  that  it 
“  7s  unpoffible  ever  to  deliver  the  woman,  until 
“  *he  water  was  emptied  by  piercing  the  belly - 
‘  But  not  having  a  Crotchet  in  my  pocket,  I  fent 
“  to  another  Surgeon  of  the  fame  hofpital,  and 
told  him  the  ftory,  adding  withal  that  the  child 

“  could  not  be  bo™>  unlefs  an  orihce  was  made 
to  empty  the  belly  :  but  he  would  not  take  my 
advice,  imagining  he  could  extradb  it  with  his 
“  hands  ;  but  he  loon  feparated  the  head  from 
“  the  Ihoulders,  the  Midwives  having  almoft  done 
“  lt:  before*  Afterwards  he  fell  to  work  with  his 
Crotchet,  and  in  about  three  quarters  of  an  hour 
“  brought  away  both  arms,  feveral  ribs,  heart, 
“  and  lungs,  and  tired  himfelf  heartily,  yet  in  all 
tnis  time,  he  had  never  opened  the  Diaphragma, 
noi  Abdomen,  which  I  advifed  him  to  do  every 
41 ‘  moment,  without  which  it  was  impoffible  to 
“  draw  fortb  the  reft  of  the  body.  Then  he  gave 
me  the  Crotchet,  telling  me  I  might  weary  my- 
44  felf  as  well  as  he  had  done  ;  which  1  willingly 
“  accePted>  knowing  very  well,  that  inftead  of 
u  amuhng  niyfelf,  as  they  had  done,  by  pulling  it, 

^  ought  only  to  pierce  the  infantas  belly  to  let  out 
^  the  waters,  after  which  all  the  reft  would  ealily 
u  follow,  I  then  introduced  my  left  hand  as  far 
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as  the  fide  of  the  infant's  belly,  and  then  with 
my  right  guided  the  Crotchet  upon  it,  to  the 
“  fame  place,  then  turned  its  point,  and  ftruck  it 
“  into  the  infant’s  belly,  fo  that  I  made  a  hole  big 
“  enough  to  receive  the  ends  of  my  two  fingers, 
“  with  which  I  flretched  the  orifice,  and  the  wa- 
“  ters  gufhed  out,  fo  that  with  one  hand  I  eafily 
“  drew  out  the  reft  of  the  body,  to  the  aftonifh- 
ment  of  this  Surgeon,  whom  I  could  never 
perfuade  that  the  infant  was  fo  full  of  the  dropfy. 
I  filled  the  belly  afterwards,  through  the  hole  I 
had  made,  and  it  held  about  five  quarts.  I 
cc  have  fet  down  this  ftory,  that  other  Surgeons 
6C  may  know  how  to  behave  on  the  like  occa- 
“  fions.” 

Pray  what  could  Dr.  Chamberlen  have  done 
with  his  Forceps  in  this  cafe?  But  the  following 
ftory  will  more  clearly  fhew,  that  he  himfelfhas 
been  foiled,  Secret  and  all. 

Mr.  Mauriceaif  s  obfervation  xxvh 

i 

4C  Of  a  woman  who  died  with  her  child  in  her 
“  womb,  which  could  not  be  extracted  by  an 
“  Englifh  Phyfician  who  undertook  to  deliver 
her. 

ON  the  19th  of  Auguft,  1670.  I  vifited  a 
little  woman,  about  thirty-eight  years  of 
cc  age,  who  had  been,  in  labour  of  her  firft  child 
“  for  four  days,  the  membranes  being  broke  the  firft 
“  day  of  her  illnefs,  and  yet  there  was  hardly  any 
“  dilatation  of  the  mouth  of  the  womb.  I  ordered 
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her  to  he  blooded,  and  in  cafe  that  did  not 
encreafe  her  pains,  to  give  her  a  decoftion  of 
Senna,  in  order  to  excite  them  ;  which  fucceed- 
ed  fo  well,  that  next  day  the  womb  was  fuffi- 
ciently  dilated.  Neverthelefs,  it  was  not  poffi- 
ble  to  deliver  her.  The  infant  preiented  it’s 
head,  but  could  not  advance  into  the  paffao-e, 
becaufe  or  the  ftraitneis  and  bad  formation  of 
the  bones  of  the  Pelvis,  which  made  it  impoill- 
blefor  me  to  introduce  my  hand,  tho’  I  have  a 
very  fmall  one,  or  any  other  inftrument  where¬ 
with  I  could  deliver  her.  I  therefore  declared 
to  the  good  women,  that  it  was  not  poffible  to 
deliver  her  at  all,  except  by  the  Caefarian  feclion, 
which  I  did  not  care  to  meddle  with,  &c.  But 
foon  after  I  left  her,  there  was  an  Englifh  Phy- 
fiCian,  named  Cuamberlen,  recommended  by 
homebody  to  vilit  her. 

“  Wh  e  n  he  came  and  heard  how  it  was,  and 
what  had  palled,  he  feemed  exceedingly  fur- 
prized  that  a  Man  of  fo  much  experience,  as  I  was 
reputed  to  have,  could  not  deliver  her ;  yet,  for  all 
that,  he  allured  them,  that  he  would  deliver  her  in 
lefs  than  half  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  let  the  diffi¬ 
culty  be  what  it  would  :  Accordingly  he  fet  a- 
bout  the  work,  but  inftead  of  finifnTng  it  in  half 
a  quarter  of  an  hour,  as  he  had  promifed,  he 

worked  above  three  hours,  (Secret  and  all) 
without  any  intermiffion,  except  to  breath  a 
little  now  and  then.  And  at  laft,  having 
fpent,  to  no  purpofe  both  his  ftrength  and  art, 
and  feeing  the  poor  woman  ready  to  expire  in 
his  hands.,  he  was  obliged  to  give  it  up,  and 
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&c  declared  alfo,  that  it  was  not  poffible  to  deliver 
se  her.  The  poor  woman  died  with  her  child  in 
««  her  belly  about  twenty-four  hours  after  he 
«  left  her  :  Upon  opening  the  body,  I  found 
«  the  womb  pierced  and  tore  in  feveral  places* 
by  the  indruments  that  Phyfician  had  blind- 
«c  ly  ufed  without  the  guidance  of  his  hand* 
«  which  being  much  larger  than  mine  could 
sc  not  be  introduced.  NevertheMs  this  Phyfi- 
««  cian  had  come  from  England  to  Paris,  about 
«  fix  months  before,  in  hopes  of  making  his  for- 
sc  tune.  He  gave  it  out  that  he  had  a  particulai 
fecret  for  delivering  children  when  the  head  pre- 
fented  ;  and  bragged  that  he  could  lay  the  mod 
66  troublefome  and  dangerous  in  half  a  quarter  of 
«  an  hour.  Nay,  he  had  even  propofed  to  the 
«  king’s  firft  phyfician,  that  if  he  would  give 
him  i  oooo.  crowns  he  would  difcover  his  fe- 
^  cret.  But  the  bad  fuccefs  of  the  fore-mentioned 
cafe  put  him  fo  much  out  of  humour,  that  he 
returned  a  few  days  afterwards  to  England.5* 
Does  not  this  dory  fhew  how  little  dependance 
there  is  upon  fecrets,  tho5  never  fo  pofitively  re¬ 
commended  ?  Does  not  this  drew  how  cautious 
people  ought  to  be  in  believing  of  them  ?  Does 
not  this  fhew,  that,  tho9  they  may  be  really  ufe- 
ful  in  fome  cafes,  yet  they  are  not  fo  in  all,  as 
they  commonly  pretend  ? 

Preface.  cc  I  fhall  now  take  leave  to  ofiei 
“  an  apology  for  not  publifhing  the  fecret  I  men' 

tc  tion  we  have  to  extract  children  without  hooks, 

tc  where  other  artids  ufe  them,  viz.  there  being 
“  my  father  and  two  brothers  living,  that  pradtid 
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44  this  art,  I  cannot  efteem  it  my  own  to  difpofe 
44  of,5’  (a  pretty  and  reafonable  excufe  indeed!) 
44  nor  publifh  it  without  injury  to  them  ;  (but  there 
was  not  a  word  of  this  when  he  was  bargaining  with  the 
French  king's  firfi  Phyfician ,)  44  and  think  I  have 
*c  not  been  unferviceable  to  my  country,  altho5  I 
“  do  but  inform  them  that  the  fore-mentioned 
44  three  perfons  of  our  family,  and  my felf,  can 
44  ferve  them  in  thefe  extremities,  with  greater 
44  fafety  than  others. 3 * 

I  f  Ward’s  Pill,  or  any  other  quack  medicine, 
was  found  by  experience,  to  be  generally  of  ufe  in 
this,  that,  or  t’other  difeafe,  it  may  be  fent  with 
proper  directions,  to  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  ;  fo 
that  the  moft  diftant  inhabitants  would  have  almofl 
the  fame  benefit  of  it,  with  thofe  among  whom 
Mr,  Ward  lived  ;  and  confequentiy  Mr.  Ward 
might  very  juftly  lay,  that  (notwithstanding  he 
would  not  difcover  what  his  medicine  was  com- 
pofed  of,  becaufe  it  would  be  worth  fo  much  year¬ 
ly  to  him  and  his  fucceffors,)  yet  his  country  was 
obliged  to  him,  for  telling  them  where  they  might 
purchafe  fo  beneficial  a  remedy. 

But  how  few  in  the  whole  community  could 
be  the  better  for  all  the  manual  operations  in  Mid¬ 
wifery,  four  Men  could  perform  ?  Can  four  Men 
deliver  all  the  good  women  in  England,  who  want 
their  affiflance,  fuppofing  they  were  to  ride  poft 
night  and  day  after  them  ?  Is  there  any  proportion 
between  the  benefit  the  publick  would  receive  from 
the  quack  medicines,  and  the  fecret  manual  opera¬ 
tions  of  four  Men  ?  What  fervice  is  it  then  to  the 
country  in  general,  for  die  DoClor  to  tell  thems 
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that  he  and  three  others  can  ferve  them  with  great¬ 
er  fafety  than  other  Men? 

Nevertheless  Ym  far  from  thinking,  that 
the  publick  has  any  right  to  expeft,  that  every 
private  Man  ("who,  at  a  confiderable  expence,  and 
afliduous  ftudy,  makes  any  confiderable  difcovery 
in  manual  operations,  which  cannot  be  made  uni- 
verfally  ufeful,  as  medicines  may,  and  really  are, 
except  they  are  fully  and  diftinbtly  explained,) 
Jhould  always  communicate  Gratis  the  fruits  of  his 
labour  and  expence.  No!  they  ought  to  be  hand- 
fomely  rewarded,  not  only  for  the  real  fervice  they 
have  done,  but  to  encourage  induftry  in  others. 

But  the  Doctor  offered  to  difcover  this  fecret 
to  the  French  for  ten  thoufand  crowns  ;  pray  why 
did  he  not  make  the  fame  offer  to  his  country  ? 
Had  not  his  country  better  have  given  each  of  them 
ten  thoufand  crowns,  than  expofed  fo  many  thou- 
fands  of  beautiful  women,  and  innocent  children, 
to  the  danger  of  hooks,  fharp  inftruments,  &c. 
the  Doblor  exclaims  fo  much  againil  ?  Surely  yes. 

Dr.  Chamberlen,  pag.  221.  fays,  “The  Author, 
“  (viz.  Mauriceau,)  you  fee  was  only  a  Surgeon.” 
Pray  what  would  he  have  him  be  ?  a  Dobtor,  an 
Apothecary,  or  what  ?  Are  not  thefe  operations 
merely  chirurgical  ?  who  then  can  be  fo  fit  to  per¬ 
form  them  as  Surgeons  ?  Are  not  the  Superioris 
fortis  me  diet,  who  never  delivered  one  of  them,  as 
'  capable  of  directing  for  them,  both  before  and  after 
delivery,  as  any  Doctor  or  Apothecary  who  had 
laid  feveral  ?  No  doubt  of  it!  they  are  much  more 
' capable!  and  it’s  very  furprizjng  they  don’t  affert 
thdr  own  right,  and  ours  ?  What  then  opi 
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Dr.  Chamberlen  mean  by  this  fneer,  this  farcafm  ? 
Efpecially  when  Mr.  Mauriceau  is  then  talking  as 
much  to  the  purpofe,  as  ever  he,  or  any  body'elfe 
cud,  on  that  fubjed,  viz.  tnat  when  a  woman  has 
a  violent  flooding,  &c.  the  bed  way  to  ferve  her, 
is  to  deliver  her  as  loon  as  poiTible,  whether  at  full 
time  or  no  ?  Prove  the  contrary  who  can. 

In  pag.  172.  he  explains  himfelf  a  little  more 
plainly.  Mr.  Mauriceau  fays,  “  A  Surgeon 
66  ought  always  to  endeavour  to  bring  the  chil- 
dren  alive/’  Upon  which  the  Dodor  makes  the 
following  moil  infolent  remark,  tc  And  therefore 
4 4  undertake  what  he  can  fafely  perform,  and 
what  he  cannot,  leave  to  others  that  may/* 
(pray  who  be  they,  Doctors,  Apothecaries,  Sha¬ 
vers,  or  N oftrum- Mongers  ? )  “  for  life  is  not  to 
46  be  played  with.” 

I  s  not  the  good  which  Surgeons  do  their  patients 
as  evident  as  the  Sun  ?  E.  G.  When  they  cut  for  the 
frone,  when  they  perforate  the  fcull,  reduce  a  luxa¬ 
tion,  &c.  neither  of  which  can  be  affeded  only  by  the 
ftrength  of  nature.  But  as  the  learned  and  honed: 
Baglivi  frankly  owns,  ‘c  It’s  often  doubtful  whether 
“  the  cure,  fuppofed  to  be  performed  even  by  Phyfi- 
<c  dans  of  the  find  rank,  was  moftly  owing  to  na- 
ture,  or  the  medicines,  &c.  which  they  directed.” 
E.G.  “In  fevers,  final!  pox,  confumptions,  &c.” 
What  ground  had  he  then  to  charge  theSurgeons  with 
playing  with  life  ?  TheDodor  owns,  pag.  1 4.  Cc  That 
Surgeons  only  pradife  Midwifery  in  France  ;  ” 
and  fo  they  do,  or  ought  to  do,  every  where  elle. 

But  how  far  the  Dodor  went  out  of  his  own 
ken,  when  he  talked  to  Surgeons  in  fuch  a  magi- 
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fterial  and  dictatorial  way,  in  matters  merely  chi- 
rurgical,  the  three  following  cafes  will  evidently 
demonftrate.  Cafe  i.  Mr.  Ma.uriceau,  pag.  344. 
lays,  That  children’s  gums  ought  to  be  cut 
with  a  Lancet,  tho*  Nurfes  fometimes  do  it  with 
their  Nails.”  Yet  our  commentator  fays,  <c  A 
thin  groat  (  a  fmall  piece  of  filver  )  is  as  good  or 
C€  better  than  either.’*  Whence  it’s  evident,  our 
tranflator  was  only  a  Doctor.  Notwithstanding  he 
takes  upon  him  to  direct  the  Surgeons  in  fuch  an 
imperious  and  dictatorial  way  •  yet  in  this  obferva- 
tion,  he  betrays  himfelf,  and  plainly  fhews,  he 
did  not  underftand  this  very  little  part  of  Surgery, 
even  fo  well  as  the  very  Nurfes.  The  method  he 
propofes  is  fo  far  from  being  better  than  Mauri- 
ceau’s,  he  takes  upon  him  fo  freely  and  publickly 
to  correct,  that  it  is  worfe  than  that  ufed  by  the 
old  women,  as  will  appear  at  fight,  to  every  pro¬ 
per  judge.  Cafe  2.  Mr.  Mauriceau,  pag.  227. 
fays.  When  by  the  firft  faftning  of  the  Crotchet, 
sc  the  head  is  drawn  a  little  lower,  you  may  loofen 
it  out  of  the  firft  place,  to  faften  it  further  up, 
that  ftronger  hold  may  be  taken  ;  and  fo  fuc- 
ceffively  removing  and  faftening  of  it  till  the  head 
is  quite  born,  &c.  Dr.  Chamberlen,  This  is 
needlefs  and  dangerous,  in  cafe  Crotchets  be  ufed, 
uniefs  they  lofe  their  hold/’ 

Can  any  thing  expofe  a  Man’s  judgment  more 
than  finding  fault  in  the  wrong  place  ?  Would  not 
this  remark  convince  any  Man  that  he  had  never  ufed 
a  Crotchet,  nay,  that  he  did  not  know  how  to  ufe 
it  ?  The  Docftor  himfelf  allows,  that  Crotchets  arei 
abfolutely  neceffary  in  feme  cafes,  and  confidering  j 
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his  large  fhare  of  practice,  it’s  impoffible  but 
fome  of  thefe  very  cafes  muft  fall  in  his  wav 
Pray  what  did  he  do  then  ?  Did  he  ufe  the  Crotchet 
himfelf?  or  did  he  fend  for  a  Surgeon  to  ufe  it  for 
him?  Cafe  3.  Of  a  violent  Flooding.  Mr.  Mauri- 
ceau,  pag.  89.  The  woman  being  put  into  a 
“  proper  pofture,  the  Surgeon  having  well  greafed 
“  his  hand,  introduces  the  end  of  his  fingers  int® 
“  the  mouth  of  the  womb,  then  opens  them  o-ent- 
“  ly  to  dilate  it,”  ( i.  e.-  by  little  and  little,  with¬ 
out  either  great  violence  or  hurry,)  “  wide  enough 

to  admit  his  whole  hand  ;  then,  if  the  mem- 
“  branes  are  not  broke,  let  him  break  them  ;  then 
“  tho’  the  Head  prefents,  let  him  fearch  for  the  feet’ 
“  and  draw  it  forth  by  them,  becaufe  there  is  bet- 
“  ter  hold,  and  more  eafy  to  deliver  by  them 
“  than  by  the  head,  or  any  other  part  of  the 
“  body.”  Dr.  Chamberlen,  “  Without  it  could 
“  be  done  without  hooks,  as  mentioned  in  the 
“  preface  of  the  tranflator.” 

I  f  this  is  not  puzzling  the  caufe,  if  this  is 
not  amufing  and  confounding  people  inflead  of 
inilructing  them ,  pray  what  can  be  called 
fo  ?  Is  not  bringing  the  child  out  by  the  feet,  as 
Mr.  Mauriceau  diredls,  bringing  it  out  without 
hooks  ?  Befides,  don’t  every  body  know,  that  it 
may  be  quicker  brought  away  by  the  feet  than  by 
the  head  •,  and  that  the  fooner  the  woman  is  deli¬ 
vered,  the  fooner  the  flooding  will  flop  ?  Is  not 
this  making  good,  bad  ?  Is  not  this  finding  fault 
where  there  is  none?  Don’t  this  prove  that 
Mr.  Mauriceau  was  a  good  and  faithful  Surgeon, 
and  that  Chamberlen  was  only  a- - —Dodtor. 
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Thus,  upon  the  whole,  1  think  it’s  evident, 
that  Dr.  Chamberlen’s  main  defign,  in  his  preface, 
and  notes  upon  Mr.  Mauriceaids  book,  was  to  puz¬ 
zle,  rather  than  inftrudt  the  Midwomen  or  Mid¬ 
men,  to  perfuade  them,  that  he,  and  the  reft  of 
the  Noftrum-mongers,  could  ferve  them  better 
than  any  other  artifts  \  and  to  reprefent  Phyficians, 
tho’  unacquainted  with  almoft  every  other  part  of 
Surgery,  as  fitter  perfons  to  deliver  women  in  la¬ 
bour  than  Surgeons,  &c. 

In  1734.  Dr.  Hod  y  publifhed  225  Cafes  in  Mid¬ 
wifery,  written  fome  years  before  by  the  late  in¬ 
genious  and  experienced  Mr.  William  Gif- 
fa  rd,  Surgeon  and  Man-midwife.  In  which  he. 
has  given  the  following  account  of  the  Igno¬ 
rance  of  the  Midwomen,  and  its  fatal  confe- 
quences. 

Case  L  cc  T  Was  fetched  to  the  wife  of  a  chair- 
<c  JL  man,  and  found  one  arm  of  the 
4C  child  funk  down  without  the  outer  orifice,  and 
cc  the  fhoulder  and  fide  fo  engaged,  and  funk 
fo  low,  that  I  could  neither  return  the  arm,  nor 
with  all  my  ftrength  move  the  other  parts  to 
£C  fetch  it  by  the  feet.  Another  Man-midwife 

— - -had  been  there  before  me,  who  at  firft 

would  not  attempt  any  thing  without  a  fum  of 
money  was  laid  down*  (  a  great  piece  of  inhu- 
inanity  too  many  are  guilty  off)  but  upon  aftu- 
ranees  that  he  fhould  be  paid,  he  worked  upon 
4£  the  poor  woman,  and  left  her  in  a  worfe  con- 
6(  dition  than  he  found  her.  (Thus  you  fee  Mid- 
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44  men  are  not  all  witches  any  more  than  the 
Midwomen.)  However  this  was  the  (late  I 
ce  found  her  in,  which  gave  me  occafion  to  re- 
4C  primand  the  Midwife,  telling  her  fhe  had  not 
44  fent  for  help  in  time,  and  not  till  fhe  had  work- 
u'  ed  upon  her,  which  had  occafioned  thofe  parts 
44  to  be  funk  fo  low,  and  fo  flrongly  engaged* 
44  that  I  could  neither  return  the  arm,  nor  pafs 
44  my  hand  (the  whole  paffage  being  flopped  up 
44  on  every  fide)  to  fetch  it  by  the  feet;  which 

44  might  have  been  very  eafily  done  had  I  been 

44  fent  for  in  time.  The  cafe  being  fo  defperate 

44  at  firft,  I  was  at  a  lofs  where  to  begin  :  Her 

44  pulfe  was  very  languid  and  low,  and  fhe  was  in 
44  cold  fweats,  fo  that  1  fear’d  fhe  would  die  un~ 
44  der  the  fatigue  and  pain  fhe  muft  of  neceffity 
44  undergo.  -  Then  he  twifted  off  the  arm,  and 
44  with  great  difficulty  extraded  the  reft  of  the 
44  infant  with  his  Crotchet ;  yet  after  all  this 
44  woman  recovered.  ”  Q,!.'  Whether  one  in 

fifty  recovers  after  fuch  a  job?  Ck  2.  Whether 
this  bad  pofture  of  the  child,  the  great  buffer¬ 
ing  and  danger  of  the  mother,  might  not  have 
been  prevented,  nay,  and  the  child's  life  faved9 
had  a  fkilful  Mid  woman  attended  ? 

Case  II.  44  The  child  was  born  dead,  which 
44  is  generally  the  fate  of  thofe  children  whole 
44  Placenta  offers  firft,”  (Madam  du  Tertre,  head 
Midwoman  in  the  Hotel  Dieu  at  Paris,  and  Au¬ 
thor  of  one  of  the  beft  books  on  this  fubjed,  pub- 
lifhed  in  1677.  fays,  the  Placenta  offering  before 
the  child,  the  moft  certain  fign  of  its  being 
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dead,  *)  44  if  a  proper  perfon  be  not  at  hand  to  de~ 
“  liver  them  immediately.”  Who  can  be  fo  pro¬ 
per,  who  is  fo  likely  to  be  in  the  way  as  a  fkil¬ 
ful  Midwoman  ?  But  as  long  as  they  want  Ikill  to 
perform  it,  the  child  muft  die  before  a  Midman 
can  be  brought* 

Case  III.  46  The  Midwife  informed  me,  that 
«  the  navel-ftring  was  thruft  into  the  Vagina,  be- 
yond  the  Os  internum,  but  could  not  inform 
me  what  other  part  prefented.  Many  Mid- 
44  wives  are  ignorant  of  the  method  of  touching, 
46  which  oftentimes  occafions  very  great  misfor- 
tunes  both  to  mother  and  infant,  and  fometimes 
««  is  the  death  of  both,  but  moil  commonly  of 
4  c  the  child  ;  ( Is  not  deftroying  one  bad  enough  ?  ) 
4C  which  being  for  fome  time  engaged  in  a  wrong 
46  pofture,  and  the  waters  gone  off,  the  Uterus  is 
46  fo  collapfed,  it  gives  great  trouble  to  the  opera- 
s€  tor,  much  more  pain  to  the  mother,  and  very 
6 4  often,  as  I  faid  before,  occafions  the  death  of 
44  the  infant*  all  which  may  be  prevented  if  a 
61  fkilful  operator  is  fent  for  in  timed5  But  much 
better,  if  a  fkilful  operatrix  attended. 

Case  IV.  44  I  vifited  a  woman  who  had  been 
fome  days  in  labour,  and  the  Midwife  affirmed 
that  the  waters  run  off  the  preceding  day,  and 
44  that  fhe  thought  a  foot  prefented,  but  upon  my 
44  touching  I  found  it  to  be  the  hand  bent  back- 


*  Entre  les  fignes  qui  nous  font  connoiftre  que  l’enfant  eft 
mort,  le  plus  certain  eft  lorique  Tamere-fais  eft  forty  avani 
tuy.  Injlruffm  familtere , 
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wards  in  the  pafiage,  and  protruded  out  of  the 
inner  orifice  up  to  the  fhoulder.” 

Case  V,  “  The  Midwife  told  me  that  one 
hand  and  the  arm  was  fliped  down  into  the  Va¬ 
gina,  and  that  it  had  laid  fo  for  fome  hours, 
and  the  waters,  fhe  faid,  were  gone  off  feveral 
hours  before  the  hand  was  protruded,  I  rebuk¬ 
ed  her  (as  he  very  well  might)  for  not  fending 
fooner*  fhe  alledged,  forexcufe,  that  her  labour 
might  have  fucceeded  in  time  :  Then  I  told  her 
that  it  was  impofiible,  in  the  poflure  the  child 
prefented,  it  could  ever  be  born. 

Case  VI.  “  The  Midwife  told  me,  that  one 
child  had  been  born,  and  another  remained  be¬ 
hind,  that  the  membranes,  with  the  waters,  pref- 
fed  forwards,  and  were  very  tight  at  every 
pain ;  but  the  woman  having  flooded  very  much 
after  the  birth  of  the  firft  child,  the  Midwife 
could  not  tell  me  what  part  of  the  fecond  pre¬ 
fented.  I  Blamed  the  Midwife  for  not  fending 
for  me  fooner,  &c.  Whereupon  I  pafled  up  my 
hand,  and  found  the  membranes  much  extend¬ 
ed  with  the  waters,  and  the  legs  of  the  infant 
(which  the  Midwife  knew  nothing  of,  not 
knowing  how  to  touch)  prefled  forward  into 
the  Vagina.5’ 

Case  VII.  C£  Upon  examining  the  Midwife, 
at  my  firfl  coming,  how  the  child  prefented,  fhe 
anfwer’d,  &c.  This  convinced  me  of  the  Mid¬ 
wifes  ignorance  in  the  method  and  knowledge 
of  touching,  and  I  could  wifh  it  was  not  too 
common.  I  have  generally  found  them  igno¬ 
rant  in  this  point,  which  often  occafions  the 
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death  both  of  Mother  and  infant/*  (Why  did 
not  he  do  his  endeavour  to  amend  this  great  evil  ? 
What  fignifies  finding  fault  with  them  in  every 
page  without  attempting  a  remedy  r)  44  and  gives 
64  a  great  deal  of  pain  to  the  Man- midwife,33 

Case  VIII.  44  I  was  fent  for  to  a  woman, 
€4  whofe  child  was  brought  out  to  the  fhoulders, 
44  where  it  had  fluck  for  about  three  hours  •,  the 
44  Midwife  not  knowing  how  to  draw  out  the 
44  arms  and  the  head.  They  had  alfo  fent  for  ano- 
64  ther  Midwife  before  I  got  there,  but  fhe  knew 
46  not  how  to  extricate  the  child  out  of  this  fnare. 
44  Then  I  extracted  it,  but  the  child  was  dead, 
44  which  could  not  otherwife  be  expedted,  fince  it 
44  had  been  fo  long  held  in  that  pofture/* 

Case  IX.  44  I  firft  enquired  of  the  Midwife, 
44  how  matters  flood  in  general,  but  fhe  giving  me 
44  no  fatisfadlory  account,  I  defended  to  particu- 
44  lars.  I  then  afked  her  if  the  membranes  were 
44  broke,  and  if  fo,  how  long  before*  to  which  fhe 
44  could  not  give  a  ready  anfwer,  fo  that  I  found 
44  her  thoroughly  Ignorant.  I  next  enquired  how 
44  long  the  navel-firing  had  been  fallen  down  ; 
44  Her  anfwer  was,  feveral  hours.  I  told  her, 
44  i.  e.  rebuked  her,  &c. 

C  as  e  X.  44  I  was  fent  for  to  a  perfon,  whofe 
44  child  was  born,  and  the  Placenta  left  behind. 
44  Upon  my  coming  there,  the  Midwife  told  me 
44  that  fhe  had  attempted,  by  all  methods  fhe  was 
44  millrefs  of,  to  fetch  it,  but  could  not  fuc.ceed : 
44  Wherefore,  confi dering  the  length  of  time,  from 
44  the  bringing  of  the  Foetus  to  my  coming,  I  thought 
V  no  more  time  ought  to  be  loft  $  and  immediate- 
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**  ly  put  up  my  hand,  and  found  the  inner  orifice 
“  fo  much  contracted,  that  at  firft  I  could  fcarce 
“  pafs  up  the  ends  of  my  two  fore- fingers,  but  af- 
cc  ter  fome  time  I  dilated  it  fo  much,  that  I  was 
“  able  to  pafs  my  hand,  &c. 

“  This  Cafe  will  fhew  us,  what  difficulties 
cc  people  often  fall  into  from  the  Ignorance  of  the 
cc  Midwife,  in  not  knowing  how  to  pafs  their 
“  hands  as  foon  as  the  Foetus  is  protruded.” 

Case  XI.  “  I  found  the  Scalp  was  extended 
<c  and  feparated  from  the  Cranium.  This  I  judged 
cc  to  have  proceeded  from  the  Midwife’s  too  rudely 
cc  handling  the  head/’ 

Case  XII.  tc  The  Midwife  being  very  igno- 
“  norant,  was  not  able  to  give  me  a  fatisfatory 
“  account  of  the  cafe.  I  found  the  Labia  Pudendi 
“  very  much  fwell’d,  &c.  wherefore  Irebuked  the 
“  Midwife,  telling  her,  that  when  ffie  had  done 
“  all  the  mifchief  Ihe  could,  then  lhe  perfuaded 
“  them  to  fend  for  me  :  This  is  a  common  fault 
4C  amongfl  them,  not  being  willing  to  have 
cc  further  help, /’till  matters  are  come  to  the  lafc 
cc  extremity/’ 

Case  XIII.  cc  I  thereupon  paffed  up  my  hand 

into  the  Vagina,  and  found  the  parts  fomewhat 

fwell’d,  by  the  Midwife’s  too  rudely  handling 
<c  them/’ 

Case  XIV.  “  Upon  paffing  my  hand,  I 
cc  found  the  Midwife  had  been  too  bufy,  for 
*c  the  arm  was  funk  low,  and  much  fwell'd  ;  not 

knowing  better,  fhe  had  endeavoured  to  bring 
46  it  away  in  the  pofture  it  prefented  ;  whereupon 
6,6  I  Rebuked  her,  telling  her,  that  by  her  fo  doing 
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44  fhe  had  made  bad  work,  and  fhew’d  her,  that 
66  it  was  almofl  [he  might  have  faid  altogether) 
44  impoffible  to  bring  it  away  in  the  pofture  it 
66  came  in.55 

Case  XV.  44  This  cafe  fhould  be  a  caution  to 
44  Midwives  to  fend  for  help  in  time,  when  a  child 
64  comes  Footling,  and  not  to  venture  (unlefs 
44  they  are  very  fkilful)  to  bring  it  forwards.” 
But  whofe  fault  is  it  they  are  not  all  very  fkilful  ? 
Why  are  they  fuffered  to  practife,  who  are  not 
very  fkilful  ?  Would  not  Madam  du  Tertre  have 
laughed  at  any  Man,  who  fhould  have  told  her, 
Ihe  muff  not  venture  to  bring  a  child  forwards 
when  the  feet  prefents  ?  Are  not  our  women  as  ca¬ 
pable  of  being  taught  as  the  French  women  ? 

Case  XVL  44  I  came,  and  the  Midwife  be- 

ing  a  Novice  in  her  profeffion,  was  not  capable 
44  of  giving  proper  directions.  She  fhould  have 
44  advifed  the  labouring  woman  to  have  kept 

back,  as  much  as  poflible,  her  throws,  and  not 
44  forced  downwards,  and  fhe  ought  to  have  paffed 
44  her  hand  up,  and  preffed  againfl  the  child's 
44  buttocks,  to  retain  it  from  flipping  down,  when- 
44  ever  the  pains  preffed  forwards  -9”  ( or ,  which 
would  have  been  much  more  to  the  p-urpofe ,  put  up 
her  handy  laid  hold  of  the  feety  and  brought  it  a- 
way  by  them  44  but  the  Midwife  neglecting  to 
8,4  give  this  advice,  or  to  act  in  this  manner,  I 
44  found  the  hip  of  the  infant,  with  the  Scrotum, 
44  funk  low  into  the  Vagina,  andftrongly  engaged 
*c  between  the  bones  of  the  Pelvis,  fo  that  I  could 
44  not  move  it  by  any  means/3 


in  London,  Weflminfter,  (Sc.  3 1 

Case  XVII.  “  I  found  things  very  bad,  which 
“  in  a  great  meafure  proceded  from  the  Ignorance 
“  °f  the  Midwife  ;  I  therefore  rebuked  her  for  her 
careleffnefs,  &c. 

Case  XVI II*  cc  I  enquired  of  the  iVTidwife^ 
“  if  the  waters  were  broke,  how  long  they  had 
“  been  g°ne  off,  and  what  part  prefented  ;  She 
“  told  me  that  the  waters  had  been  run  off  fome 
“  hours,  but  what  part  prefented  fhe  knew  not.  I 
“  foon  perceived  her  Ignorance  ;  for  upon  paffing 
“  my  fingers,  I  found  the  membranes  protruded 
“  by  the  waters  beyond  the  Os  internum,  into 
“  the  Vagina,  about  the  bignefs  of  a  pig’s  blad- 
“  der,  fo  that  the  waters  were  not  gone  off,  as 
fhe  laid,  for  lome  hours,  and  being  Ignorant  of 
“  the  method  of  touching,  it  was  impofiible  fhe 
“  could  tell  what  part  prefented.” 

Case  XIX.  “  I  was  call’d  about  fix  in  the 
“  morning,  and  the  Midwife  told  me,  that  the 
“  Membranes  were  broke,  and  the  waters  flowed 
“  °ff  about  twelve  o’clock  at  night,  and  that  the 
“  fir  ft  part  which  prefented  was  the  elbow.  I  Re- 
“  buked  her  for  flaying  fo  long  before  fhe  Pent 
“  for  help,  and  I  foon  difeovered  her  Ignorance  1 
for  fhe  tolu  me  that  lhe  had  delivered  leveral 
children  where  the  arm  came  firft,  in  the  fame 
“  pofturc,  and  fome  were  born  alive,  &c.  The 
“  child  was  born  dead,  which  I  imagined  to  pro- 
“  ceed  from  its  lying  fo  long  in  the  pofture  I 
found  it,  and  the  Midwife’s  too  rudely  pulling 
the  arm  when  it  firft  fell  into  the  paflage,  in 
“  hopes,  as  fhe  thought,  to  have  brought  away 
i!  the  child  in  the  pollute  it  prefented.  By  her 
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cc  violent  pulling  Ihe  had  almoft  feparated  the  arm 

from  the  fhoulderT 

<c  This  is  one  amongft  the  Many  inconve- 
“  niences  that  occur  from  the  ignorance  of  Mid- 
“  wives:  Had  I  been  fent  for  as  foon  as  the  mena¬ 
ce  Cranes  were  broke,  and  before  the  fhouioer,  by 
‘‘  reiterated  pains,  was  fo  ftrongly  locked  between 
cc  the  bones  of  the  Pelvis,  rnoft  of  my  trouble, 
“  and  the  child’s  life  might  have  been  faved.” 
Undoubtedly  !  or  if  lhe  had  had  fkill  enough  to 
have  done  it  herfelf. 

Case  XX.  “  When  I  came  I  found  the  child 
cc  protruded  to  the  hips,  which  hung  out  beyond 
“  the  Labia  Pudendi,  the  Midwife  told  me  that 
i ■.  the  waters  run  off  about  an  hour  becoie  •  that 
cc  the  child  prefented  with  the  feet  firft,  and  that 
cc  when  flie  had  brought  it  to  the  buttocks,  it  ftuck 
cc  there,  nor  could  fhe  bring  it  any  further.  I  re- 
cc  buked  her  for  not  fending  at  firft,  when  fhe 
“  found  it  to  prefent  in  a  wrong  pofture  •,  but 
“  fhe  in  excufe,  as  isufual  amongft  them,  told  me. 
cc  that  flie  had  brought  out  many  children  offering 
< c  that  pofture.”  (-She  muji  indeed  have  been,  c 
very  ordinary  Midwife  if  flee  had  not.)  “  The  chile 
cc  from  its  having  lain  fome  time  fo  preffed,  wa: 
<c  dead,  which,  I  told  her,  was  very  probably  ow 
cc  ing  to  her  negleft,  in  not  fending  fooner,  whei 
cc  fhe  was  fatisfied  the  child  prefented  wrong.  _ 
Case  XXI.  “  Upon  examination  of  the  child’ 
“  head,  I  found  a  Tumour,  about  the  bignefs  o 
«  a  pigeon’s  egg,  on  its  upper  part,  arifing,  as 
cc  ;udcred,  from  the  Midwife’s  too  rudely  hand 
cc  jin” it  or  ( which  is  much  more  probable )  it_ 
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lying  fo  long  locked  between  the  bones.5*  But 
it’s  their  way  to  haul  the  Midwomen  in,  head  and 
fhoulders,  guilty  or  not  guilty. 

Case  XXII.  “  I  Rebuked  the  Midwife  for 
“  not  fending  fooner,  telling  her  the  danger  fhe 
cc  had  expofed  the  poor  woman  to  by  her  delay ; 
c  c  She  in  excufe,  anfwered  me,  that  fhe  had  never 
cc  had  fuch  an  accident  before,  altho5  fhe  had  been 
<c  a  Midwife  above  eleven  years ;  however  I  found 
fhe  was  very  ignorant/5 

Case  XXIII.  6C  This  cafe  (viz.  the  Placenta 
€C  being  left  behind,  occafioned  a  flooding;  lhould 
“  be  a  caution  to  all  Midwives  not  to  delay  fend- 
“  ing  early,  and  not  depend  too  far  on  their  own 
“  fkill  and  experience ;  for  it’s  plain  this  poor 
“  woman  died  a  Martyr  to  either  the  Midwife's 
ct  Ignorance,  or  vain  Opinion  of  her  own  Self- 

“  fufficiency,  which  too  much  prevails  amonefl: 
<c  them.  ° 

Case  XXIV.  £C  Palling  my  hand  into  the 
“  Vagina,  I  found  the  arm  bent  and  broke, 
“  by  the  Midwife’s  too  rudely  handling  it.  The 
tc  child  was  born  dead,  which  proceeded,  as  I 
“  judged,  from  its  long  lying  in  fo  uneafy  a 
poflure,  and  from  the  IVIidwife’s  Ignorance,  in 
not  knowing  how  to  keep  up  the  arm,  &c.” 
Case  XXV.  “  Men-mid  wives  frequently  And 
gieat  difficulty  in  palling  their  hand  into  the 
womb,  when,  from  the  Ignorance  of  the  Mid- 
‘  wife,  they  are  obliged  to  fetch  the  Placenta  after 
the  child  has  been  born  fome  time,  the  Os  inter- 
nuni  being  upon  thele  occafions  generally  very 
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44  much  contradled.”  Pray  is  not  a  Midwoman’s 
hand  eafier  palled  at  firlt,  than  a  Midman’s  at  laft. 

Case  XXVI.  44  One  foot  prefented*,  but  the 
44  Midwife  (thinking  herfelf  capable  of  delivering 
44  the  woman,  being  in  her  own  opinion  very  Self- 
44  fufficient,  altho’  fhe  was  very  ignorant,)  would 
44  not  at  firlt  fend  for  affiftance,  &c. 

Case  XXVII.  44  As  foon  as  the  Midwife  found 
t£  that  the  hands  prefented,  fhe  fent  for  me.  This 
44  is  what  Midwives  feldom  do  C5  (a  black  fwan 
indeed!)  44  trailing  too  much  to,  and  depending  upon 
44  their  own  Sufficiency,  which  very  often  occa- 
44  fions  the  lofs  of  the  child,  and  fometimes  of  the 
44  mother.” 

Case  XXVIII.  44  The  Midwife’s  Ignorance, 
44  in  not  knowing  how  to  pafs  her  hand,  occafion’d 
44  this  uneafinefs.” 

Case  XXIX.  44  This  is  one  among  the  many 
44  misfortunes  that  attend  a  Man-midwife,  when  he 
4  4  he  is  fent  for  too  late,  proceeding  from  the  neg- 
44  ligence,  fupinenefs,  ignorance,  or  felf-fufficiency 
44  of  the  Midwife  *,  which  laft  prevails  in  mod:  oi 
44  them,  and  is  very  often  the  occafion  of  the  lofs 
44  either  of  the  mother  or  child,  or  fometimes 
44  both.” 

Case  XXX.  44  The  Ignorance  of  the  Midwife. 
44  in  not  knowing  how  to  keep  up  the  womb  from 
44  being  forced  before  the  head  fo  low  into  the  Va- 
44  gina,  was  what  added  fo  much  to  my  difficult) 
44  in  delivering  this  woman.” 

Case  XXXI.  44  When  I  came,  I  found  al 
44  but  the  head  was  protruded  beyond  the  Labi; 
44  Pudendi,  but  that  ftuck  above,  altho’  the  Mid- 
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wife  had  pulled  fo  flrongly,  that  fhe  had  near 
feparated  the  body  from  the  head.  The  Mid¬ 
wife,  being  Ignorant,  did  not  take  care  to  turn 
the  child’s  face  towards  the  Spine  of  the  mother 
as  the  body  advanced.  However,  I  brought  it 
out  in  a  minute’s  time,  this  furprized  all  that 
were  prefent,  becaufe  the  Midwife  had  been 
working  above  an  hour,  without  making  any 
advance.  Had  I  been  there  early,  I  might  very 
probably  have  faved  the  life  of  the  child,  but 
Self-fufficiency,  join’d  with  an  idle  Notion  that 
they  fuffer  in  their  character  if  they  fend  for  a 
Man’s  affiflance,  generally  prevents  mofl  Mid¬ 
wives  from  fending  early,  by  which  they  too 
often  endanger  the  lives  of  both  mothers  and 
children,  and  give  no  lfnall  trouble  to  the  Man- 
midwife. 

Case  XXXII.  cc  The  Midwife  could  not  fetch 
the  Placenta,  for  as  fhe  was  ignorant  in  the  me¬ 
thod  of  paffing  her  hand  into  the  Uterus,  up  to 
the  body  of  the  Placenta,  to  examine  whether  it 
adhered  to  it,  fhe  had  only  pulled  by  the  end  of 
the  firing  which  hung  out,  and  fo  had  very 
near  broke  it  clofe  to  the  Placenta  ;  fhe  had 
made  no  Ligature  upon  the  end  of  the  firing, 
therefore  a  Hemorrhage  had  enfued,  and  the 
woman  had  lofl  a  great  quantity  of  blood.  Mid¬ 
wives  very  often  depend  too  much  upon  their 
own  judgment,  and  think  themfelves  Self-fuffi- 
cient,  fo  that  they  poflpone  fending  for  help  in 
time,  whereby  the  poor  women  become  Victims 
to  their  Ignorance  or  Self-conceit. 

F  2 
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Case  XXXIIL  ££  The  Child’s  arm  prefented 
££  feveral  hours  before  I  was  fent  for  *,  upon  which 
C£  I  rebuked  the  Midwife  for  not  fending  fooner  ; 
££  but  fhe,  to  juftify  herfelf,  had  the  AfTurance  to 
££  to  tell  me,  that  Hie  had  brought  out  feveral 
££  children  prefenting  in  that  manner;  whereupon  I 
4C  fhewed  her  the  impofllbility  of  it,  and  advifed 
‘£  her  for  the  future  always  to  fend  for  help,  as 
££  foon  as  fhe  fhould  find  the  hand  to  prefent  firft, 
££  and  not,  by  pulling  the  hand,  draw  it  further 
C£  down,  and  engage  the  fhoulder  in  the  paffage, 
6£  as  Ihe  had  now  done.”  Pray  would  it  not  have 
been  much  more  feafonable  advice  to  have  fhewn 
her  how  to  pafs  her  hand,  and  get  hold  of  the 
feet,  &c. 

Case  XXXIV.  4 6  The  Nurfe  came  and  told 
44  me  the  child  was  born,  but  the  Midwife  was 
4£  foiled  in  her  attempts  to  fetch  away  the  Placenta? 
££  I  went,  and  found  the  Midwife  was  both  igno- 
rant  of  the  caufe  of  its  being  retained,  and  the 
c£  method  of  puffing  the  hand  to  extradf  it  ;  yet 
££  I  broughtffit  away  whole  in  lefs  than  half  a.mi* 
££  nute’s  time,  which  much  furprized  both  the  wo* 
£t  man  and  the  by-ftanders,  the  Midwife  having 
46  fpent  fo  much  time  without  being  able  to  effedl 
££  it.”  Sometimes  a  Man  gets  more  credit  by  do* 
ing  nothing  than  by  a  difficult  operation  ! 

Case  XXXV.  ££  The  Man-midwife’s  being 
££  fent  for  fo  late,  too  often  proceeds  from  the  Igno- 
ranee  or  Self-fufficiency  of  the  Midwife,  (but 
oftener  from  the  tnodefty  of  the  women ,  covetoufnefs. , 
or  real  poverty  of  the  men ,  &V.)  cc  who  either 
f  not  knowing  how  to  behave  in  difficult  cafes* 
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cc  or  fearing  fhe  fliould  fuffer  in  her  character 
C£  fliould  fhe  defire  affiftance,  puts  off  the  calling 
“  in  of  a  Man-midwife  to  the  laft  extremity,  fo 
“  that  the  mother  and  child  too  often  become  vie- 
“  tims  either  to  her  negligence  or  ignorance.5* 
Case  XXXVI.  44  The  Midwife  depending 
upon  her  own  Sufficiency,  (alfho5  fhe  was  very 
ignorant)  had  let  the  child  advance  too  far, 
without  taking  care  to  turn  and  bring  the  face 
54  backwards  towards  the  Os  Sacrum,  and  had  for 
44  fome  time  endeavoured  to  bring  out  the  head, 
64  but  to  no  purpofe ;  wherefore  I  was  at  laft  fent 
44  for,  and  found  the  parts  very  dry,  and  fome- 
44  what  fwelled,  by  the  rude  Handling  of  the 
44  Midwife.55 

Case  XXXVII.  44  The  woman  had  been  in 
44  labour  forty-eight  hours ;  the  Midwife  being 
44  very  Ignorant,  could  neither  tell  me  how  the 
44  Child  prefented,  nor  at  what  time  the  mem- 
44  branes  broke,  but  anfwered  me,  according  to 
44  her  dialed,  that  it  was  a  dry  labour/5 

Case  XXXVIII.  44  The  child  was  brought 
44  into  the  world  all  but  the  head,  where  it  had 
44  ftuck  two  or  three  hours  before  I  came  ;  the 
44  Midwile  being  very  Ignorant,  was  not  able  to  do 
44  the  bufinefs  herfelf,  nor  would  fhe  fend  for  affi- 
44  ftance  in  time,  fo  that  the  child  was  loft,  and 
44  the  mother  narrowly  efcaped/5 

Case  XXXIX.  44  The  Midwife,  in  attempt- 
44  ing  to  bring  away  the  Placenta,  had  inverted 
44  the  Uterus,  for  I  found  the  whole  body  of  the 
44  Uterus,  with  the  Placenta,  adhering  to  i/s  Fun- 
“  dus,  hanging  out  beyond  the  Labia  Pudendi  j 
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46  I  Rebuked  the  Midwife  for  not  fending 
44  fooner,  and  told  her,  that  fhe,  thro’  her  Igno¬ 
re  ranee,  was  the  immediate  caufe  of  this  woman’s 
44  death.  Before  I  examined  her,  the  Midwife 
««  told  me,  that  the  Placenta  was  partly  brought 
&c  out,  being  ignorant  that  fhe  had  alfo  pulled  out 

u  the  womb,  &c/s 

Case  XL*  <c  But  the  Midwife  by  pulling  the 
44  Navel-firing  too  rudely,  had  broke  it  off  near 
«.&  the  Placenta,  which  was  left  in  the  womb, 
44  As  foon  as  I  came,  I  paffed  up  my  hand,  where 
44  I  found  the  Placenta  entirely  feparated  from  the 
^  Uterus,  and  partly  protruded  into  the  Vagina, 
44  ib  that  I  readily  brought  it  away,  and  in  fo  fhort 
44  a  time,  that  the  people  that  were  prefent  were 
<■ «  greatly  furprized.  Had  the  Midwife  under- 
44  flood  how  to  have  paffed  her  hand,  fhe  might 
64  eafily  have  brought  away  the  burden  before*, 
44  and  for  want  of  this  knowledge,  fome  women 
44  fall  into  violent  floodings,  whence  faintings, 
64  convulfions,  and  death.”  A  wonderful  opera¬ 
tion  indeed!  But  does  fhe  defer ve  the  Name  of  a 
Midwoman  who  could  not  have  extracted  it  as 

quick  as  he  ? 

Case  XLI.  44  Had  I  been  fent  for  before  the 
44  membranes  were  broke,  the  waters  paffed  off, 
44  the  arm  flipped  down,  and  the  back  part  of  the 
64  fhoulder  fo  ri vetted,  I  might  not  only  have  pre* 
44  ferved  the  Child,  but  prevented  the  Mother’; 
44  differing  fo  much  pain,  and  have  likewife  iavec 

44  myfelf  much  fatigue  and  trouble.”  Withoui 
doubt! 
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1  t ’s  too  true,  that  many  Midwives  are  Io-no- 
“  rant  of  the  method  of  touching,”  (audit's  as  true 
they  might  with  very  little  trouble  be  taught-,)  “  and 
‘‘  therefore  are  incapable  of  judging  in  what  man- 
“  ner  the  Child  prefents,  until  an  arm,  or  fome 
“  other  part  is  protruded  into  the  Vagina,  which 
“  is  often  fo  locked  between  the  bones  of  the  Pel- 
“  vis,  that  it  is  fcarce  poflible  to  remove  it;  and 
“  too  often  they  depend  fo  much  upon  their  own 
“  fufficiency,  and  delay  fending  for  affiftance  in 
“  time,  that  both  the  mother  and  child,  but  more 
“  frequently  the  latter,  die  martyrs  to  their  pre- 
“  fumption.”  1 

Case  XL II,  I  was  tent  for  about  two  in 

“  the  morning,  the  Midwife  had  delivered  the 
“  Child  about  fix  the  evening  before,  but  not  be- 
“  ing  able,  notwithftanding  all  her  endeavours,  to 
“  bring  away  the  Placenta,  fhe  at  laft  left  the 
“  woman,  telling  her,  that  it  would  in  time  come 
“  away,  and  that  Are  had  known  it  retained  four- 
“  teen  days  without  any  inconveniency ;  but  as 
“  this  was  a  doftrine  I  was  a  Arranger  to,  and  be- 
“  ing  on  the  contrary  well  fatisfied  that  inconve- 
“  niencies  might  attend,  Ihould  it  not  be  Ipeedily 
“  drawn  away  ;  therefore  - - > 

CaseXLIII.  “  The  child's  arm  was  flipped 
“  out  into  the  Vagina,  which,  as  foon  as  the  Mid- 
“  WI^e  obferved,  who  was  firft  fent  for,  Hie  pro- 
“  pofed  that  a  Man-midwife  Ihould  be  font  for, 
‘‘  telling  thofe  that  were  prefent,  that  it  was  not  a 
“  Midwife’s  bufinefs  ;  whereupon  another  Midwife 

was  fent  for,  who  pretended  to  do  the  work  of  a 
“  Man-midwife,  and  at  firft  gave  them  affurances 
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that  ftie  would  deliver  her,  but  after  fhe  had 
“  worked  upon  her  for  half  an  hour,  or  longer, 
tc  puting  her  into  feveral  poftures,  as  kneeling, 
*c  Handing,  &c.  fhe  left  her  in  a  much  worfe  con- 
46  dition  than  fhe  found  her  ;  for  being  ignorant  of 
“  the  method  of  delivery,  when  a  child  offered  in 
<c  the  manner  this  did,  fhe  truly  had  endeavoured 
tc  to  draw  the  child  forward  in  the  fame  pollute  it 
45  prefented,  whereby  fhe  had  drawn  the  hand  out, 
and  part  of  the  arm,  beyond  the  Labia  Pudendi, 
and  almoft  feparated  it  at  the  fhoulder.  The 
4C  temerity,  joined  to  the  ignorance  of  this  Mid- 
6C  wife,  very  much  encreafed  the  difficulty  of  lay- 
ing  her.  If  I  had  been  fent  for  in  time,  I  might 
<c  with  much  more  eafe  have  delivered  the  woman, 
and  withal  have  faved  the  Child.  I  have  meet 
cc  with  fome  Midwives,  who  have  had  the  igno- 
ranee  and  affurance  to  tell  me,  that  they  have 
cc  deliver’d  children  thus  prefenting,  without  turn- 
“  ing  and  bringing  them  by  the  feet.’’ 
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In  1733.  Mr.  Chapman  published,  <c  An  Eflay  on 
a  the  improvement  of  Midwifery.5*  wherein  he 
compliments  the  Midwomen  as  follows. 

Preface.  66  1  Was  induced  to  write  the  following 
c<  X  Eflay  on  the  improvement  of  MkL 
tc  wifery,  becaufe  I  found  that  all  Books  hitherto 
“  written  on  this  fubjebt,  were  calculated  more  for 
ct  the  inftrudlion  of  my  own  fex,  than  the  other. 
This  had  certainly  been  a  very  reafonable  induce¬ 
ment,  had  it  not  been  a  miflake.  But  the  fore-men¬ 
tioned  Madam  du  Tertre,  fays  fhe  compofed  her 
book  for  the  ufe  of  the  Midwives  apprentices  in  the 
Hotel  Dieu  **  Madam  Lovys  Burgeois,  whofe 
book  was  tranflated  into  Engliih,  and  publifhed  in 
London  1698.  fays,  fhe  put  it  forth  for  the  foie 
ufe  of  the  Midwives.  Is  it  poflible  thefe  Midwo¬ 
men  ^and  many  more  who  might  be  mentioned, could 
have  the  indrudtion  of  the  Midmen  chiefly  in 
view  ?  Why  would  not  he  believe  their  own  de¬ 
claration  ? 

Preface.  I  have  daily,  during  the  fpace 
cc  of  above  twenty  years  practice,  feen  many 
fatal  miftakes  committed  by  Midwives,5>  Pray 
what  fort  of  Mid  wives  mud  thefe  have  been* 
who  committed  fatal  midakes  every  day,  for  above 
twenty  years  together  ?  Ought  they  not  to  have 
been  redrained  from  pradlifing?  Nay,  even  punifh- 
ed  by  the  civil  magidrate  ?  which  I  think 


*  Composee  par  Margarite  du  Tertre,  8cc.  en  faveur  des 
apprentices  fage-femmes  dudit  Hotel  Dieu, 
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44  could  not  have  happened  had  they  ever  read  a 
44  treatife  fo  properly  adapted  to  their  capacities j 
64  and  at  the  fame  time  fo  full  and  plain,  as  the 
64  following.95  Whether,  if  they  had  read 

Madam  du  Tertre’s  little  book,  they  would  not 
have  found  it  more  properly  adapted  to  their  capa¬ 
cities,  as  full  and  plain,  and  her  fentiments  mere 
accurately  exprefted  ? 

4 4  My  greateft  aim  in  it  is  faithfully  to  inftrud, 
44  and  point  out  to  them?  thofe  dangerous  Rocks 
44  on  which  many  have  been  caft  away  ;  that  they 
44  may  either  be  able  to  give  better  Affiftance 
44  themfelves,  or  at  leaf!:  to  fee  the  danger  time 
44  enough  to  call  in  fuperior  advice/5 

N ot wi  th  st  a  n  d  i  ng  this  formal  declaration,  &c. 
Fm  afraid  his  greateft  Aim  will  appear  to  be  much 
the  fame  with  Dr.  Chamberlen’s,  viz.  to  tell  the 
Midwomen  when,  and  in  what  particular  cafes, 
to  fend  for  his  fuperior  advice;  and  not  to  inftrud 
them  how  to  give  better  advice  themfelves. 

44  I  have  met  with  feveral  Midwives,  efpe- 
44  dally  in  this  Metropolis,  that  are  extremely 
44  well  qualified.  However,  ( well  or  ill  qualified) 
44  I  muft  beg  leave  to  give  them  this  one  piece  of 
44  advice,  viz.  That  where  any  material  difficulty 
44  occurs,  they  would  readily,  and  in  time,  call  in 
44  our  affiftance;  as  when  a  child  prefents  with  it’s 
44  head,  but  does  not,  with  a  proper  degree  of 
44  pain,  fall  any  lower  ;  when  the  pofture  happens 
44  to  be  wrong,  and  confequently  the  child  requires 
44  turning/9  (May  not  the  pofture  be  wrongs  and  yet 
not  want  turning  ?  E.  G«  when  the  feet  or  hips  pre- 
fent .  May  not  the  pofture  he  wrongs  and  the 
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Midwoman  as  able  to  turn  it  as  any  Midman?)  cc  but 
6C  more  efpecially  that  they  would  not  delay  to  fend 
for  a  Man  in  cafe  of  Floodings,  or  other  threat- 
ning  Symptoms/5 

Pray  can  this  be  called  inflruCting  them  faith¬ 
fully,  as  he  propofes  in  his  Exordium  ?  or  telling 
them  when  to  fend  for  fuperior  advice  ?  Is  it 
not  plainly,  declaring,  as  the  Do&or  had  done  be¬ 
fore,  that  in  his  opinion,  they  know  no  more  of 
the  matter,  than  to  receive  a  Child  which  comes 
away,  as  it  were  of  itfelf,  without  any  the  leaf!:  diffi¬ 
culty  ?  Would  he  not,  had  he  defigned  to  have  in° 
ftrucled  them  Faithfully  how  to  give  better  affi- 
fiance  themfelves,  explained  to  them,  how,  and 
after  what  manner,  to  remove  all  thefe  difficulties, 
and  threatning  Symptoms  he  fuppofes,  inflead  of 
only  telling  them  to  fend  fpeedily  for  fuperior 
advice?  But  pray  what  are  the  poor  Midwo¬ 
men  to  do  in  places  where  no  fuperior  advice, 
i*  e.  no  Midmen,  are  to  be  had  ?  He  has  made 
no  provihon  for  them,  as  Dr,  Chamberlen  did, 

Pag‘  5- 

After  giving  his  directions  when  he  thinks 
Fey  fhould  fend  for  fuperior  advice,  he  firfl  coaxes, 
^nd  then  threatens  them,  as  the  DoClor  did 
above. 

I  believe  this  advice  will  not  be  thought  im- 
“  pertinent  by  the  moll  experienced  Midwives, 
who,  by  the  by,  I  have  ever  found  m oft  ready 
to  call  in  farther  affiflance  ;  and  indeed  they 
find  their  account  in  it ;  whilft  it  is  quite  other- 
wife  with  thofe,  who,  from  too  great  an  opinion 
their  own  judgment  and  abilities,  run  great 
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66  hazards,  or  at  the  beft  call  us  in  too  late,  and  fo 
lofe  their  good  name,  and  juftly  buffer  in  their 
reputation.  The  beft  Mid  wives  fend  early  for 
6C  advice  upon  the  appearance  of  danger  and 
cc  difficulty  ;  the  faltering  Fair  readily  confents 
cc  to  it,  and  by  this  means  both  lives  are  faved.” 
Pray  are  not  thefe  two  fpeeches  both  picked  out 
of  Dr.  Chamberlen’s  preface?  Pray  would  not 
the  fuffering  Fair  have  been  much  more  obliged 
to  her  Midwoman,  if  fhe  had  performed  the  work 
herfelf,  and  thereby  laved  her  both  the  uneafinefs 
and  expence  of  fuperior  advice  ? 

Nay  in  the  following  paragraph,  he  takes  off 
the  malk,  and  plainly  tells  them,  he  has  got  a  Se¬ 
cret  which  he  mu  ft  keep  to  himfejf.  Pray  is  keep¬ 
ing  of  Secrets  confiftent  with  his  former  declartion, 
pag.  42.  viz.  My  greateft  aim  is  faithfully  to  in- 
ftrudl  them  ? 

44  When  the  head  prefents,  and  fticks  in  the 
64  paffage,  it  can  only  be  extracted,  with  fafety  to 
64  the  child,  by  a  Fillet,  or  the  Forceps.  The 
€c  former  of  thefe  I  muft  beg  leave  to  be  filent  in, 
as  being  entirely  an  invention  of  my  own,’* 
(fub  judice  lis  eft.)  “  nor  ffiall  I,  I  hope,  be  cen- 
fured  for  my  fo  doing,  any  more  than  the  Great 
Dr.  Chamberlen  was,  for  his  choofing  to  conceal 
64  the  method,  or  fecret,  whereby  he  could  extraft 
ic  children  in  this  cafe  without  hooks,  where  other 
artifts  are  forced  to  ufe  them.9® 

Was  there  ever  fuch  an  excufe  heard  of?  Be- 
caufe  the  Great  Dr.  Chamberlen  afted  a  very  un¬ 
generous  part  in  this  affair,  therefore  Mr.  Chap¬ 
man  muft  be  excufed  for  doing  juft  the  fame  thing. 
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Might  he  not  as  well  have  faid,  the  Dodor  had 
been  guilty  of  Symony,  or  Sacrilege,  and  was 
not  punilhed  for  it ;  therefore  he  might,  for  that 
reafon,  exped  the  fame  grace,  in  cafe  he 
fhould  take  it  in  his  head  to  commit  the  fame 
crimes  ? 

In  pag.  71.  he  fays,  44  Here  I  only  paffed  a 
66  Fillet  over  the  Head,  and  thereby  delivered  her 
44  of  a  living  child.  This  method  of  extrading 
44  with  a  Fillet  is  an  art  known  but  to  very  few ; 
( I  doubt  not,  he’ll  find  himfelf  as  much  mif- 
taken  in  this  aflertion,  as  he  was  when  he 
affirmed,  that  he  was  the  fecond  Engl iffi man 
who  wrote  originally  and  profeffedly  on  this  fub- 
jed  ^  and  that  all  Books  hitherto  written  on  this 
fubjed  were  calculated  more  for  the  inftrudion  of 
the  men,  than  of  the  women,  &c.)  nor  fhould 
*4  it  ever  be  attempted,  but  by  a  very  fkilful  ope- 
44  rator.”  Such  as - — 

Page  8.  he  fays,  44  If  the  child  offers  any  other 
44  part  than  the  head,  he  what  it  will,  the  hand  is 
44  to  be  pafied  gently  into  the  womb,  the  Feet 
44  are  to  be  fearched  for,  the  child  to  be  turned, 
44  and  that  way  to  be  brought  forth.”  Pag.  20. 
44  A  child  prefenting  with  iPs  head  is  often  to  be 
44  turned,  and  delivered  with  the  feet  firft,  in  all 
44  other  poltures  whatever  always  with  the  feet 
44  firit.” 

But  fuppofe  a  Foot,  or  the  Feet,  prefent,  what 
need  have  we  then  to  pals  the  hand  into  the  womb 
to  fetch  them  ?  And  fuppofe  the  buttocks  prefent, 
and  are  funk  fo  low  in  the  palfage,  that  they 
cannot  be  puffied  back  without  danger  $  is  it  not 
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much  eafier,  fafer,  and  quicker  to  Hip  the  fingers 
over  the  bend  of  the  thigh,  or  over  the  Ofia  Ilia, 
and  draw  it  forward  in  that  pofture,  than  to  run 
the  rifk  of  forcing  them  back  to  look  for  the  feet  ? 

T  h  O'  ifs  plain  from  thefe  quotations,  that 
Mr.  Chapman,  notwithstanding  his  twenty-five 
years  pradtice,  was  perfectly  unacquainted  with  this 
eafe  ;  yet  that  good  old  woman,  Madam  du  Ter- 
tre,  &c.  delcribes  it  very  accurately,  viz.  that, 
when  the  buttocks  prefent  low  in  the  paffage,  the 
child  fhould  be  extracted  as  it  offers 

Page  i  i.  cc  Sometimes  the  pain  ffiall  be ftrong 
44  and  true,  the  head  of  the  child  very  low,  and 
44  bearing  forcibly  down  every  pain;  yet  the 
mouth  of  the  womb  (loth  as  it  were  to  open) 
64  ihall  be  but  very  little  dilated,  even  after  many 
hours  pain.  E.  G.  I  vifited  a  woman,  who  had 
44  been  many  hours  in  labour,  the  head  of  the  child 
44  lay  in  the  Vagina,  fo  low  in  the  pains,  that  the 
44  unfkilful  Midwife,  (who  had  never  touched  the 
44  mouth  of  the  womb,  which  lay  more  than  ordi- 
44  nary  backwards)  had  given  hopes  of  delivery 
44  the  very  next  pain.  Here  I  did  no  more  than 


*  Les  pieds  font  les  parties  par  011  Ton  pent  tire  l’enfant 
lors  qu’il  ne  prefente  pas  la  Tefte  la  primiere,  excepte  quand  il 
fe  prefente  en  double,  qu'on  peut  le  tirer  par  les  fejfes. 

Si  ce  font  les  fejfes  que  V  enfant  prefente »  que  faut-il  faire  ? 

Si  d’avanture  l’enfant  eft  embarafte  au  paffage,  6c  que  les 
cuiffes  foient  couchces  fur  fon  ventre,  6c  les  jambes  fur  la  poi- 
trine,  il  faut  laiffer  venir  l’enfant  en  cette  pofture ;  mais  s*il 
eft  eleve  au  deflus  des  Os  Pubis,  il  faut  aller  chercher  un 
pied,  6cc» 
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“  with  my  finger  dilate  and  call  the  part  (viz.  the 
“  mouth  of  the  womb;  back,  and  fo  in  a  fewmi- 
“  nutes  opened  the  door,  and  releafed  the  little 
“  prifoner.”  Pray  would  not  Madam  du  Tertre’s 
finger  have  releafed  the  prifoner  as  foon  and  as  fafely 
as  his  did  ?  That  there  has  been  great  difficulties  oc— 
calioned  by  the  lothnefs  of  the  mouth  of  the  womb 
to  open,  viz.  in  elderly  women,  when  callous, 
fchirrous,  &tc.  no  IV1  a n  will  will  deny.  But  there 
is  not  the  leaft  fign  of  any  difficulty  or  lothnefs  of 
the  mouth  of  the  womb  to  open,  in  this  cafe 
Mr.  Chapman  brings,  to  prove  that  the  pains  may 
be  ftrong  and  true,  &c.  and  yet  the  mouth  of  the 
womb,  loth  as  it  were  to  open,  ihall  be  very  little 
dilated.  The  difficulty  in  his  cafe  confifted  only 
in  the  unnatural  fituation  of  the  Os  Tincte,  which 
prevented  the  head’s  preffing  dire&ly  on  it,’  other¬ 
wise  it  would  have  opened  with  all  imaginable  eafe 

and  fpeed  ;  as  you  fee  it  did  when  he  touched  it 
with  his  finger. 

Page  29.  —  “  Dipping  the  infant’s  hand,  when 
“  hanging  out  of  the  womb,  in  cold  water,  rub- 
“  bingitwith  ice,  or  touching  it  with  a  wet  cloth, 
“  which  fome  ignorant  Midwives  practice,  &c.’’ 

Pray  how  many  Midwomen  did  he  ever  know 
guilty  of  thefe  fooleries  ? 

Page  30.  “  I  once  delivered  a  woman,  where 
the  child  s  arm  had  been  eighteen  hours  in  the 
“  world’  and  much  fwelled  by  the  long  time,  and 
Ignorance  of  the  Midwife,  who  pulled  violently 
‘  fc  dle  arm  every  pain  •  not  knowing  that  it  was 

impoffible  to  deliver  a  full  grown  infant  bv  that 
iC  method 
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Page  40.  “  Or  perhaps  pull  down  the  Fundui 
ce  Uteri,  and  fo  invert  the  Matrix  ;  which  is  a 
«c  cafe  I  have  feveral  times  met  with,  after  rough 
€C  and  ignorant  Midwives;  which  may  ferve  as 
««  a  warning  to  others  how  they  pull  at  the 
cc  ftring,  &c.” 

Page  41.  He  fays,  cc  That  moft  Midwives 
«  tie  the  ftring  at  too  great  a  diftance  from  the 
4C  child’s  belly,  which  occafions  Ruptures,  &c* 
afterwards.  It  is  very  certain  however,  that 
S£  more  than  two  inches  of  the  ftring  itfelf  from 
*c  the  Navel  is  unneceftary  ;  whereas  I  have  com- 
monly  known  Midwives  leave  five  or  fix/’ 
Here  Mr.  Chapman  again  fancies  he  has  told 
us  a  fecret,  but  if  you  look  into  that  good 
©Id  woman,  Madam  du  Tertre,  you’ll  find  thefe 
words,  tc  Elle  nouera  le  cordon ,  on  ombilic  d 
deux  doigts  du  nombml  de  l  enfant^  i«  e.  fhe 

muft  tie  the  ftring  two  inches  from  the  child’s  Na¬ 
vel.  Where  now  is  the  mighty  fecret  he  makes 
fuch  a  fufs  about  ?  Is  it  any  thing  more  than  an  old 
woman  told  us  before  he  was  born  ? 

Page  49.  “  Few  Midwives  are  Efficiently  ap- 
prifed  of  this  unhappy  Symptom  T  viz.  A  vio¬ 
lent  flooding. 

I  differ  fo  far  from  Mr.  Chapman  in  this  affer- 
tion,  that  in  my  opinion,  there  is  not  one  Mid¬ 
woman  in  a  thoufand  who  knows  not,  that  a  vio¬ 
lent  flooding  will  either  occafion  abortion  or  death. 
Page  56.  “  I  was  called  to  a  woman,  who  had 
lain  ten  or  twelve  hours  with  the  head  of  the^ 
«  child  born  *  but  the  Midwife  being  Ignorant  of 
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**  the  pains  going  off,  fuffered  the  infant  to  flop 
44  there,” 

Case  of  a  violent  Flooding,  pag,  64,  One 
44  of  her  friends  was  of  opinion  that  fhe  ought  to 
44  be  delivered  ;  but  the  Midwife  refilled,  and 
44  faid,  that  fhe  never  yet  had  forced  a  labour, 
44  and  that  fhe  would  not  begin  then  ;  terrifying 
44  the  unhappy  fufferer,  by  telling  her,  that  if  fhe 
44  was  delivered  fhe  would  certainly  die,”  And 
fo  fhe  did,  becaufe  fhe  was  not  delivered. 

Page  69.  64  I  was  called  to  a  woman  whofe 
44  Vagina  came  down  before  the  head  of  the  child, 
44  hanging  far  out  of  the  body.  This  by  an  igno- 
44  rant  Midwife,  was  taken  for  a  water,  and  ac- 
44  cordingly  fhe  had  fcratched  and  endeavoured  to 
44  break  the  Membrane,  as  fhe  foolifhly  thought  it.” 

Page  81.  44  I  attended  a  woman  who  was  deli- 
44  vered  by  natural  pains  in  about  two  hours  5 
44  upon  paffing  my  hand,  as  my  conftant 
44  practice  is ,  immediately  to  fetch  the  Pla- 
44  canta,  I  found  another  child,  which  I  foon 
44  brought  away,  with  two  diflind  Placenta's/* 
Pray  is  it  not  every  body’s  praftice  to  pafs  their 
hand  immediately,  and  examine  if  there  is  any 
more  children,  and  if  no  more  to  fetch  the  Pla¬ 
centa?  What  then  is  there  extraordinary  in  it, 
that  it  deferves  to  be  noted  fo  emphatically,  viz.  as 
my  conftant  practice  is  ?  Did  not  Madam  du  Ter- 
tre,  &c.  do  fo  *. 

*  Elle  doit  prendre  garde  qu’il  n’y  ait  point  un  autre  en„ 
fant  avant  de  travailler  a  delivrer  la  femme,  &c.  Et  fur  tout 
fe  fouvenir  de  ne  jamais  delivrer  la  femme,  que  premiere" 
ment  1’on  ait  remarque  qu'il  n'y  air  point  un  autre  enfant, 
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66  Now  had  an  ignorant  Midwife  been  con- 
€C  cerned  in  this  cafe,  who  had  only  taken  the  firff 
€C  child  and  After-birth,  the  lafl  would  probably 
have  been  left  behind  j  ”  (but  fuppofe  an  ex¬ 
perienced  Midwife  had  been  concerned,  how  would 
it  have  been  then  ?  Was  there  any  fuch  great  Feat 
done  by  him  in  this  cafe,  which  fhe  could  not  have 
done  as  well?)  and  fo  either  violent  floodings, 
44  or  a  bad  fever  would  have  enfued  *,  and,  as  the 
woman  was  before  very  ill  and  extremely  weak, 
it  would  very  likely  have  coft  her  Life.”  Thus 
you  fee,  let  a  Midwoman  be  prefent,  or  not  pre¬ 
fent,  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  ids  all  one,  they  muff 
be  hauled  in,  and  condemned,  for  an  imaginary, 
as  well  as  for  a  real  fault/ 

Page  83.  cc  I  was  fent  for  in  great  hafte  to  a 
woman  in  labour,  but  on  my  arrival  found  her 
6<  dead.  I  conjectured  fhe  had  died  by  flooding, 
but  was  told  fhe  had  not  •,  however,  the  Mid- 
cc  wife  told  me,  that  the  After-birth  ftuck  fo  fail 
in  one  part,  that  fhe  was  not  able  with  all  her 
ftrength  to  take  it  from  her*  Upon  which  I 
“  de fired  to  fee  the  corps,  and  found,  to  my  great 
furprife,  that  the  Matrix  was  inverted,  and 
hung  down  between  her  thighs,  with  the  Pla- 
4C  centa  adhering  to  its  Fundus,  which  I  feparated 
before  the  Midwife,  and  feveral  Matrons  there 
prefent,  and  convinced  them  all  of  the  difmal 
accident.  This  woman  had  it  feems  a  very 
“  good  and  eafy  labour  of  the  child  ;  but  then  the 
<c  Midwife  pulled  hard  at  the  Navel-firing,  and 
fo  brought  down  the  Matrix,  which  as  foon  as 
fhe  could  take  hold  of,  fhe  did  and  then 
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“  pulled  with  frefh  violence,  and  not  being  deter- 
“  red  by  the  loudeft  cries,  the  poor  miferable  wo- 
“  man  fell  into  Gonvulfions  and  Deliquiums,  and 
^oon  expired.  This  was  a  young  healthy  Mo- 
“  ther  cut  off  in  the  bloom  of  life,  and  call  into 
the  cold  arms  of  Death,  juft  as  fhe  was  about 

“  t0  clafp  her  Firft-born  in  her  own.”  A  Ihock- 
ing  cafe  indeed ! 

Page  84.  “  I  have  been  called  to  three  women, 
wh^re  I  found  the  Vagina  quite  broke  through 
£S  in  the  back  part,  by  the  Midwife’s  rudely  thruft- 
mg  up  n.ei  hand,  in  order  to  come  at  the  open- 
46  ing  of  the  womb,  which  in  all  thefe  three  hap- 
“  pened  to  lie  very  forwards,  under  the  Os  Pubis, 
1  wo  of  thefe  died  in  a  few  days  after,  and 
“  the  other  recovered,  beyond  my  expectation.” 
Page  86.  I  was  lent  for  to  a  gentlewoman, 
who  kept  a  tavern  in  Ipfwich.  The  child  was 
Dead,  and  the  mother  Flooding,  She  was  at¬ 
tended  by  no  lefs  than  two  Midwives  and  a  Sur- 
<c  ge01b  juft  then  fet  out  in  the  profeffion.  When 
they  had  all  ufed  their  endeavours,  to  little  or 
no  purpofe,  I  was  called  in,  and  delivered  her 
tc  in  a  minute.  I  left  her  under  the  care  of 
Dr.  Beefton,  but  fhe  died  in  fix  or  feven  days.” 
Mr.  Chapman  indeed  has  not  told  this  young 
Gentleman’s  name,  but  has  defcribed  him  fo  well 
that  I  doubt  there’s  not  a  Man  in  all  Ipfwich,  nor 
perhaps  twenty  miles  round,  but  can  tell  who  he 
means.  What  injury  might  not  fuch  a  tale  do  a 
worthy  young  fellow?  but  how  confident  this 
dory  is  with  the  advice  he  gives  to  others,  pag,  114, 

I  leave  the  reader  to  determine 

H  2 
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Preface.  cc  But  the  dignity  of  this  art  will 
ec  appear  to  every  perfon  in  a  much  more  advan- 
tageous  light,  if  we  reded  on  the  Learning 
of  the  profeffors  of  it.”  E,  G.  Dr.  C— — — , 

Dr.  M — - ,  Dr.  W- - ,  Dr.  G— — , 

Dr.  A-—-—*—,  Dr.  B  — ,  Dr.  Gregoire 
! Tota  notus  in  urbe !  &c. 

4C  The  improvements  thefe  Great  Men 
cc  have  made  in  this  art,  have  effedually  wiped 
«  away  that  load  of  Slander  and  Ignominy  with 
which  this  profeffion  was  formerly  branded/5 
Pray  have  not  ninety-nine  in  a  hundred  of  thefe 
Great  Men  he  talks  of,  kept  their  improvements 
{if  they  ever  made  any )  to  themfelves?  Don’t  moil  of 
them  now,  as  well  as  He,  pretend  to  have  Secrets  ? 
Don’t  they  endeavour  to  puzzle,  at  the  fame  time 
they  make  a  fhew  of  inftruding  others  ?  Don’t  they 
very  feldom,  if  ever,  confult  together,  as  they  al¬ 
ways  ought  to  do  in  difficult  or  dangerous  cafes  ? 
What  can  hinder  them,  except  the  fear  of  difeover- 
ing  the  infignificancy  of  their  pretended  fecrets,  or 
their  real  ignorance  ?  Nay,  Dr.  Chamberlen  himfelf 
pag.  9 1  .blames  them  for  this, and  very  juftly  obferves, 
even  with  fome  regret,  this  great  fault  in  pradi- 
tioners.  “  It  were  to  be  wiffaed  rather  than  hoped  for, 
€  c  that  praditioners,  in  difficult  and  dangerous  cafes, 
6C  (whereof  they  have  no  certain  knowledge )  would 
Cc  confult,  and  not  deftroy  one  or  more,  by  under- 
tc  taking  what  they  cannot  well  perform,  or  dif 
courage  patients  from  fending  for  other  help 
or  advice  *,  putting  life  in  balance  with  their 
reputation/* 
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I  very  readily  agree  with  the  Dodtor*  that 
p radii tioners  in  Midwifery  fhould  confult  together, 
when  any  thing  very  difficult  or  dangerous  occurs, , 
with  the  fame  freedom  and  unrefervednefs  as  in 
other  cafes  of  Surgery,  viz.  Luxations,  Fradtures, 
Mortifications,  &c.  Wherein  confifts  the  difreputa- 
tion  of  confulting  in  this,  more  than  in  any  other  cafe  ? 
Are  there  not  more  lives  concerned  in  thefe,  than 
in  any  other  cafes  ?  Is  not  confulting  the  only  way 
of  preferving,  inftead  of  lofing  their  reputation, 
and  the  patients  lives  ? 

In  1735.  Mr.  Chapman  publifhed  a  Treatifeon 
Midwifery  ;  in  the  preface  to  which  he  fays,  “  I 
own  I  had  fome  affiftance  in  regard  to  the  die- 
tion  ;  and  did  not  fend  my  papers  to  the  prefs 
46  until  that  was  revifed  and  corredted/* 

Can  he  be  a  tolerable  judge  of  didtion  himfelf, 
who  fuffers  his  friend  to  write  Woman-Midwife, 
Women-Midwives,  &c.  Words  ufed  by  no  body, 
except  the  learned  Dr.  Maubray,  who  Mr.  Chap¬ 
man  or  his  Corredlor  calls,  6  6  that  ingenious  and 
“  laborious  author/’  But  to  give  a  fpecimen,  of 
his  Ingenuity  :  he  begins  a  large  book,  which  he 
calls  the  whole  art  of  Midwifery,  &c.  Thus,  Sedt.  L 
cap.  1.  OfGod,  cap.  2.  Of  Nature,  cap.  3.  Of  Man, 
cap.  4.  Of  the  Soul.  Sedt.  II.  cap.  1.  Of  Maidenhood, 
cap.  2.  Of  Virginity,  cap.  3.  Of  the  Virgin-difeafe, 
cap.  4.  Of  Love,  cap.  5.  Of  Copulation,  &c.  Now! 
pray  what  relation,  what  connedtion,  is  there  be¬ 
tween  thefe  out-of-the-way  fubjedts  and  Midwifery  ? 
Might  he  not  as  properly  have  introduced  what  he 
had  to  fay  about  Midwifery,  with  an  account  of 
Rat-catching,  Rabbit-breeding,  or  Sow-gelding? 
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Pray  does  it  ihew  mod  Ingenuity  or  Stu¬ 
pidity,  to  jumble  feveral  fubje&s  together,  which 
have  no  manner  of  relation,  connexion,  or 
analogy  with  one  another,  or  with  his  main 
defign,  by  way  of  introduction  ?  Secondly ,  of 
his  Laborioufnels  :  I  cannot  but  own  that  every 
page  is  laboured,  but  in  fuch  a  manner,  that 
he  often  forgets,  in  lefs  than  a  leaf,  what  he 
intended  to  account  for  or  prove,  and  leaves 
you  as  much  in  the  dark  as  he  found  you : 
and  that  he  has  fpent  a  great  deal  of  labour  upon 
collecting  from  Romances,  Popifh  legends,  &c.  a 
parcel  of  idle,  groundlefs,  nay  ridiculous  tales, 
and  tells  them  with  all  imaginable  gravity,  and 
feeming  earneftnefs ;  and  very  ferioufly  undertakes 
to  account  for  unaccountables,  E.  G.  Page  58. 
he  tells  us,  “  St.  Auftin'’  (  and  who  would  not 
believe  a  popilh  faint,  tho5  he  aflerted  that  he 
law  a  Rabbit  kitten  Monkeys, .  Pole-cats,  or 
Foxes  ?  66  writes  of  a  Man  who  could  fweat 
whenever  he  had  a  mind.  And  I  have  like. 
iC  wife  known  fome  perfons  my  felf,  who  could 
weep  and  hied  abundance  of  tears  at  will  and 
pleafure.  Utrum  horum?  6 4  Yea,  and  farther  yet, 
many  learned  Authors  *  teftify,  by  divers  exam- 
“  pies,  that  Women  have  been  turned  into  Men  ; 

which  fome  attribute  to  the  force  of  imagina- 
4C  tion.  But,  thos  I  am  no  ways  to  queflion  the 
veracity  of  what  fo  many  excellent  men  have 
4C  confirmed  j”  (Is  there  any  other  Man  living,  who 


*  Pontan,  Am  at.  Lufitan,  Sec. 
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would  not  queftion  them?)  “  yet  I  think  we  may 
“  find  more  probable  reafons  fork,  than  all  the 
“  lowers  of  Imagination.  Whereof  I  frail 
"  mention  that  which  feems  to  be  the  moil  ra¬ 
tional  caufe,  viz,  an  extmguifhed  or  latent 
forming  Faculty,  *  which  (however)  fome- 
“  times  has  Exerted  itfelf  again,  like  the  Blaz- 
€C  ing  of  a  raked  or  refufcitated  Fire.5* 

I  hope  Mr.  Chapman  will  explain  this  ingenious 
account  of  this  incredible  phenomenon  in  his  next 
edition,  for,  I  muft  own,  as  it  Hands,  it's  far  be¬ 
yond  my  comprehenlion,  and  that  the  account  he 
gives  of  it  is  fo  very  fublime,  that  it  rather  puzzles 
than  mill  nets  me.  Fray  what  does  he  mean  by 
an  extinguished  or  latent  forming  Faculty  ?55 
And  wherein  lies  the  analogy  between  that,  and 
i c  the  Blazing  of  a  raked  or  refufcitated  Fire  ? 

He  has  been  lo  juftly  and  tartly  reprimanded  for 
the  abfurd  and  falfe  account  of  the  Sooterkin,  de 
Suyger,  or  Sucker,  by  the  late  reverend  and  learned 
Dr.  Archibald  Mitchel,f  Utrinfque  Medicines  Dodfor, 
that  I  frail  only  add  one  obfervation  to  what  he  has 
advanced,  viz.  that  Dr.  Maubray  had  the  affurance 
to  afifert,  in  the  fore-men rioned  book,  pag .‘376.  that 
he  had  talked  to  fome  of  the  molt  learned  Men, 
in  the  Seven  Provinces,  about  this  Sooterkin,  de 
Suyger,  or  Sucker,  and  that  they  ingenuoufly  told 
him,  that  it  was  fo  common  a  thing,  that  fcarce 
one  woman  in  three  efcaped  this  kind  of  flrange 


*  Here  Sax  praeledh  pra£t  part  iii.  cap,  3  9. 
t  The  Sootei  kin  diile&ed,  ij  z6. 
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birth  ;  nay  !  and  that  his  own  practice  among  them 
afterwards  confirmed  it,  fo  much,  that  he  always 
as  much  expe&ed  the  thing  de  Suyger,  as  the  child 
itfelf!  Is  it  not  furprifing  that  he  did  not  catch  a  few 
of  thefe  little  Daemons  or  Moodiwarps  as  he  calls 
them,  and  keep  them  in  a  cage,  rat-trap,  or  ir 
fome  other  more  curious  mechanical  contrivance, 
for  the  conviction  of  Dr.  Mitchel,  and  other  infi¬ 
dels  ?  Pray  does  fuch  a  writer  as  this  deferve  the 
epithets  of  ingenious  and  laborious  ?  Wherein  does 
his  ingenuity  appear  ?  wherein  is  his  labour  of  any 
ufe  ?  Pray  can  any  thing  expofe  a  Man’s  judgment 
more  than  laughing  or  luffing,  praifing  or  finding 
fault,  in  the  wrong  place  ? 

Wh  a  t  a  fplutter  Mr.  Chapman  makes,  pag.  59* 
about  his  breaking  theMembranes  of  the  fecond  child, 
in  order  to  bring  it  away  by  the  feet,  as  if  he 
had  difcovered  fomething  new.  And  then  he  tells 
us,  he's  not  a  little  pleated  to  find  Dr.  Maubray 
agree  with  him  exaCUy  in  this  point,  and  advife 
this  manner  of  proceeding,  in  almoft  the  fame 
words  ufed  by  him  on  this  occafion,  tho'  the  words 
ufed  by  Dr.  M.  are  very  different  from  his,  nay,  they 
are  perfedt  nonfenfe.  E.  G.  He  fays,  I  would  fetch 
the  fecond  child  by  the  feet,  in  cafe  the  fecond 
Flooding  is  not  yet  over,  &c.  Pray  what  does  he 
mean  by  the  fecond  flooding  ?  Mr.  Chapman  an- 
fwereth  and  faith,  that  by  the  fecond  flooding  he 
muff  mean  the  flowing  of  the  waters  •,  but  who, 
befides  he,  ever  called  the  flowing  of  the  waters  a 
flooding  ?  Every  body  elfe  means  a  dangerous  flux 
of  blood  by  a  flooding.  But  if  he  had  looked  back 
as  far  as  Madam  du  Tertre,  &c.  he  would  havo 
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found  that  very  method  ilrongly  recommended, 
and  much  better,  fhorter,  and  clearer  exprefs’d, 
than  either  he  or  Dr.  Maubray  have  done  it  *. 

He  makes  again,  pag.  65.  as  great  a  rout  about 
extracting  the  Placenta,  for  three  pages  together, 
as  if  no  body  had  known  any  thing  of  the  matter 
before  he  taught  them.  E.  G.  “  The  Placenta  is 
“  never  to  be  left  to  be  fhut  up  in  the  womb, 
“  whether  the  labour  has  been  natural  or  not ;  and  I 
have  the  latisfaction  of  landing  Dr.  IVTaubray 
“  recommending  this  practice.”  A  great  fatis- 
faJdion  indeed!  But  pray  can  he  find  any  body 

who  does  not  recommend  it,  as  well  as  he  and 
Dr.  Maubray  ? 

H  e  cenfures  Dionis  pag.  68.  for  faying,  “  That 
“  the  Placenta  in  an  Abortion  of  two  or  three 
“  months,  may  be  left  to  come  away  of  itfelf. 
Which  undoubtedly  may  very  often  be  done 
without  any  danger,  tho’  it’s  certainly  fiifer  to 
bring  it  away  at  firft,  if  fent  for  in  time  ;  but  if 


Pag.  96.  Si  die  remarque  qu  il  y  a  un  autre  enfant,  elle 
noiiera  le  cordon,  ou  ojnbilic  a  deux  doigts  du  nombril  de 
l’enfant,  &  fera  une  feconde  ligature  a  quatre  doigts  au  deffu* 
de  la  premiere  ligature  ;  puis  elle  coupera  Ie  cordon  entre  les 
deux  ;  apres  quelle  aura  ode  &  donne  l’enfant  i  quelqu’un, 
elle  portera  la  mam  dans  la  matrice  pour  percer  les  mem¬ 
branes,  dans  les  quelles  le  fecond  enfant  eft  contenu  :  S’il  vient 
mal,  elle  ira chercher  les  pieds,  &  R  vient  la  telle  la  premie- 
re  elle  preffera  la  mere  de  faire  quelque  effort;  car  il  eft  fe- 
Cile  a  en  ant  de  fortir  les  paicages  eftant  ouverts  :  Mais  fi  la 
femme  eft  foible,  &  quelle  manque  de  courage,  Scquel’enfant 
loit  encore  haut  dans  la  matrice,  elle  ira  chercher  les  pieds 
comme  f.  venou  mal,  ceia  fe  pouvant  faire  fans  aucun  accident, 
pourveu  que  ce  foient  des  perfonnes  qui  fjachent  leur  meftier. 

I 
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the  child  has  been  come  away  fome  time,  I  fhould 
give  myfelf  no  trouble  about  it  till  a  flooding 
appeared .  Becaufe  the  irritation  caufed  by  the 
fingers,  when  the  Os  Tineas  is  almofl  clofed, 
may  be  more  apt  to  caufe  an  inflamation, 
flooding,  &c.  than  letting  it  alone  *,  nay,  I  knew 
it  once  left  whole  (by  the  obftinancy  of  the  mo¬ 
ther,  who  could  by  no  means  be  perfuaded  to 
have  it  taken  away,)  between  the  fourth  and 
fifth  month,  and  yet  fhe  did  very  well.  Nay 
that  experienced  Midman  Mr.  Giffard,  is  alfo  of 
the  fame  opinion,  cc  Of  two  evils  the  greater 
ought  to  be  fhunned,  there  being  lefs  danger 
in  leaving  part  of  the  After-birth,  which  will 
cc  very  often,  without  doing  any  great  harm, 
come  away  with  the  Lochia,  than  in  ufing  any 
64  force  in  extradling  it,  by  which  we  very  often 
4C  hurt  the  womb.’*  Pray  can  he  imagine  Mr.  Dio- 
nis  did  not  do  the  needful,  in  cafe  a  flooding  did 
fucceed  ? 

But  he  finds  no  fault  with  him,  where  I  think 
he  richly  deferves  it,  when  he  fays,  *  the  Os 
Tincce  in  a  violent  flooding,  is  more  convenient¬ 
ly  dilated  with  an  inftrument,  and  the  falle  concep¬ 
tion,  &c.  extradted  with  a  pair  of  Forceps,  than  by 
the  fingers.  If  this  is  not  finding  fault  in  the  wrong 
place,  pray  what  is  ?  Is  it  not  a  moft  dangerous, 
nay,  and  unneceflary  practice  ? 

Page  1 71.  He  gives  one  infiance  of  a  child  he 
delivered  with  the  buttocks  foremoft.  But  pray 


*  Paris  edit.  lib.  ii.  cap.  15. 
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how  does  this  quadrate  with  what  he  fays,  pag.  ne 
of  the  fame  book  ;  “  If  the  child  offers  any  other 
“  part  than  the  head,  the  hand  is  to  be  paffed  in- 
cc  to  the  womb,  the  feet  fearched  for,  the  child  to 
cc  be  turned,  and  brought  forth  by  them.” 

Page  174.  “  I  was  unwilling  to  have  recourfe 
cc  to  art.”  (Is  it  not  the  art  of  Midwifery,  which 
the  Midwomen  have  been  taught,  the  only  thing 
which  diftinguifhes  them  from  other  women  ?  Are 
not  they  obliged  to  make  ufe  of  their  art  at  every 
labour  they  are  called  to  ?  Why  then  does  he  fo 
often  make  ufe  of  the  words  Art  and  Artifts,  and 
only  apply  them  to  himfelf  or  fome  other  Man  ? 
Won’t  any  one  who  reads  Madam  du  Tertre’s  little 
book  be  convinced,  that  fhe  has  fhewn  more  art 
and  better  didlion,  than  either  Dr.  IVTaubray,  or 
— - .  Does  her  being  a  woman  make  it  impro¬ 

per  to  fay,  flie  had  recourfe  to  art,  or  that  fhe  was 
an  artift.)  But  after  two  hours  trial,  finding  no 
“  advantage  from  her  pains,  I  was  forced  to  it.  I 
firft  niade  an  attempt  with  the  Fillet ;  but  the 
“  young  creature’s  pulfe  began  to  fink,  and  her 
pains  falling  off  a  little,  Xchofe  to  take  themoft 
“  Speedy,  as  well  as  the  rnoft  fecure  Method, 

“  viz.  the  Forceps,  and  delivered  her  in  about 
56  two  Minutes. 

Pray  is  not  this  fairly  owning,  that  the 
Fillet  (he  makes  a  fecret  of  pag.  17.)  is  neither  fo 
Speedy ,  nor  fo  Secure  a  Method  as  the  Forceps  ? 
Why  then  does  he  keep  it  a  fecret?  Xo  what  pur- 
pofe  can  he  do  it  ?  When  he,  at  the  lame  time 
confe/fes  ,the  Forceps,  (which  he  has  given  us  a 
'  I  2 
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print  of*  tho’  a  very  indifferent  one,  and  nothing 
new  therein,)  to  be  preferable. 

ThIn  he  goes  on  in  the  fame  page  17.  and 
fays,  cc  But  I  have  been  told,  fince  the  hrft  publi- 
cation  of  my  Effay,  that  the  Fillet  is  fo  far 
“  from  being  an  invention  of  mine,  that  it  its  ge~ 
<c  nerally,  or  at  leaf:  very  frequently  ufed,  I  own 
“  indeed,  that  it  may  be  commonly  ufed  in  turn- 
ing  a  child,  by  fecuring  one  foot  with  it,  as  I 
4C  have  directed  ;  but  do  not  believe  the  manner 
of  palTing  it  over  the  head  to  be  fo  univerfally 
known  and  pradfifed. 

D  a  venter,  in  the  appendix  to  his  Ars  Qbffe- 
tricandi,  publiflied  in  1701.  defcribes  and  very 
much  approves  of  a  Fillet’s  being  palfed  over  the 
child’s  head  in  order  to  extract  it.  And  I  myfelf 
have  feen  eight  or  ten  different  forts  of  them,  con¬ 
trived  and  ufed  by  different  pradEtioners.  Pray 
was  not  Dr.  Birch’s  Fillet  put  up  to  be  fold  for 
500/.  by  the  late  excellent  Surgeon  Mr.  Jof.  Sy~ 
mond’s  ?  Has  not  Dr,  Sandys  had  one  for  many 
years  ?  Nay  I  hardly  know  one  who  has  not,  in 
one  fhape  or  other.  How  then  can  Mr.  Chapman 
expedt  to  fob  us  off  with  faying,  that  all  other 
people’s  are  *for  the  foot,  and  his  only  for  the 
head  ?  Muff  not  he  think  us  very  weak,  and  very 
illiterate  if  we  believed  him  ?  Might  he  not  with  as 
much  reafon  affert,  that  he  or  Dr.  Maubray  were  the 
ftrft  inventors  of  breaking  the  Membranes  of  the  fe- 
cond  child,  in  order  to  bring  it  away  preiently  by 
the  feet ;  c*r  of  directing  the  Placenta  to  be  extracted 
before  the  Uterus  clofed  upon  it,  or  of  tying  the 
Navel-firing  within  two  inches  of  the  child’s 
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belly,  &c.  all  which  have  been  told  us  by  Madam 
du  Tertre. 

T  h  e  n  he  winds  up  the  forefaid  Girl’s  cafe, 
pag.  174.  with  thefe  folemn  reded  ions  on  his  own 
good  condud,  and  the  mifhaps  which  would  have 
befalPn  this  poor  woman  had  not  he  been  with  her* 
44  Had  a  Midwife  been  called  to  this  perfoa 
44  fome  days,  not  to  fay  weeks,  before,  when  her 
44  pains  and  complaints  began  to  vary,  and  (as  is 
44  common  with  young  and  unexperienced  Mid- 
44  wives,  put  her  upon  her  labour  too  early, 
4  4  which  I  carefully  avoided)  conlidering  the  pofi- 
44  tion  of  the  child,  what  mult  have  been  the  con- 
44  fequenc-e  ?  ”  ( Something  very  frightful  undoubted - 
lyl )  And  even  had  a  Man  been  called,  who  was 
44  unacquainted  with  the  ufe  of  that  noble  and  fafe 
44  inftrument  the  Forceps,  he  muft  have  deftroyed 
44  the  child.” 

But  fuppofe  a  knowing  Mid  woman  ,  fuch  a  one 
as  Madam  du  Tertre,  &c.  had  been  with  her,  in  the 
room  of  his  young  and  unexperienced  one,  would 
not  fhe  as  carefully  have  avoided  putting  her  upon 
her  labour  before  her  time,  as  Mr.  Chapman  did  ? 
And  fuppofing  a  Man  had  been  there  who  had  -no 
Forceps  about  him,  but  was  well  acquainted  with  the 
ufe  of  Da  venter’s,  Birches,  or  any  other  Fillet,  except 
Mr.  Chapman’s  Secret,  (which  he  owns  himfelf, 
pag.  59*  would  not  do,J  could  not  he  have  extract¬ 
ed  the  child  with  as  much  falety  as  he  did  with  the 
Forceps  ? 

M  n,  Chapman,  pag.  95.  tells  us  the  following 
tery  :  46  A  fine  young  lady,  in  labour  with  her 
**  Erft  child-.  Was  fek’d  with  a  flooding,  and  the 
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44  arm  of  the  infant  prefentecL  She  imme- 
44  diately  fent  for  a  Phyfician,  who  had  lately 
4 4  taken  upon  him  to  pradlife  Midwifery,  but 

44  WAS  SO  LITTLE  ACQUAINTED  WITH  THE 
44  ART,  THAT  HE  NEGLECTED  THE  ONLY 
44  THING  NECESSARY  IN  THAT  CASE,  viz.  a 

44  fpeedy  delivery  by  turning  the  child  ;  and  em- 
44  ployed  reftringent  or  ftyptick  medicines.  Af- 
44  ter  fome  hours  another  gentleman  was  called  in, 
46  but  the  lady  was  now  very  much  weakened,  and 
44  the  artift,  apprehenfive  of  her  expiring  under  his 
64  hands,  or  immediately  after  delivery,  which  in- 
44  deed  too  often  happens,  would  make  no  at- 
44  tempt,  but  abandoned  her  to  her  approaching 
44  fate.  She  lived  fome  hours  after,  and  then 
44  died.  Fm  perfuaded  it  will  be  allowed  by  the 
44  beft  judges, that, had  fhe  been  immediately  deliver- 
44  ed,  her  life  might  have  been  faved.  I  received 
44  this  account  from  a  worthy  matron,  who  was 
64  prefent  during  the  whole  time.3* 

M  r.  Giffard  mentions  a  cafe  of  the  fame  kind, 
therefore  I  choofe  to  place  them  together.  44  I 
44  was  fent  for  about  five  in  the  afternoon,  to  a 
44  woman  at  Batterfea,  who  had  been  deliver- 
<£  ed  of  three  children  about  three  the  preced- 
c4  ing  morning,  but  the  Midwife  had  left  the  after- 
44  burthens,  (monfterous  and  fatal  ignorance )  hav- 
44  ing  broke  off  two  of  the  firings  *,  fhe  not  know- 
4  4  ing  how  to  pafs  her  hand  to  fetch  them,  and  being 
44  called  away  to  another  woman,  had  left  her  in  this 
44  condition  :  ( Could  a  Turk  believe  there  were  any 
wholfome  laws  in  a  country  where  fuch  barbari¬ 
ties  were  not  fever ely  punifhtd?)  Another  Mid- 
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“  rk  fent  for’  but  fte  would  not  attempt  to 
bring  them  away,  fearing  the  woman  Ihould 

££  die;  and  her  death  be  laid  to  her  charge  5  (poor 
unhapy  woman ! )  fo  when  I  came  I  found  the 

“  Wf0,™n  VVhe  aSon*es  Of  death,  her  whole  mafs 

££  a  r  beins  drained  away  by  the  continual 
flooding,  (viz.  for  fifteen  hours )  I  immediately 

££  br°Ught.  them  away>  but  the  woman’s  blood 
£  £  and.fP‘n.ts  7ere  fo  much  exhaufted  before,  that  foe 
expired  in  lefs  than  an  hour  afterwards  ;  fothat 

££  tblS,W°rman  a  faCrifice  t0  ignorance  of  one 
££  f)4ldwife’  and  the  timidity  of  the  other,  for  had 
the  burthens  been  brought  away  at  firft,  before 

flie  had  loft  fo  much  blood,  foe  had  been  in  no 

££  dan§£r  °f  dying.  They  had  fent  for  one  Dr. 

t  5  at  “  5  W^°  iriflead  of  advifing 

them  to  fetch  the  burthens  awiv  nr 

:  “ »*>;*  w  ta: Si  ZSZ 

££  whlch  would  Of  confequence  encreafe  the  flood- 

££  “g’  and  *°  baftened  her  death.  The  three  chiL 

rr  iT-  Wer  a  Lb°rn  al'Ve  and  weJh"  Who  can 
read  this  cafe  without  being  fnocked  at  it  ? 

Has  any  of  the  fore- mentioned  women  com¬ 
mitted  greater  Blunders  than  thefe  Doftors?  Is  it 
not  evident  from  thefe  ftories,  that  the  Do&or  or 

thePloweCftry|R?,d!nxe!?-,/re  f°metimes  as  ignorant  as 

L^DoV  ?fMLldWOmen?  Pray  where  could 
di  fe  Docftors  have  been  admitted  to  their  degrees? 
Muft  ,t  not  have  begn  in  forne  coun£ 

q  £re  °rth°d°7  is  reckoned  a  better  recommendl- 
L  ’ ,  han.  th<:  kn°wledge  of  difeafes  ?  Where  vilit- 
in  chapels  three  or  four  times  a  day  is  thought 

conducive  to  the  making  a  good  Phyfician, 
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than  frequenting  the  hofpitals  as  often  ?  Don't  this 
ihew  that  we  want  a  proper  fchool  for  Midmen  as 
well  as  for  Midwomen  ? 

MR.Ghapman,  pag.  31.  tells  us  of cc  A  woman  who 
«  had  been  twice  or  thrice  delivered  by  a  Man,  of 
“  children  that  always  prefented  with  the  head, which 
“  the  operator  took  a  fatal  freedom  with,  viz.  ufing 

a  hook,55  (Pray  how  could  he  tell,  who  was  not 
prefent,  but  that  all  thefe  children  were  dead  ?  That 
he  was  obliged  to  ufe  a  hook,  becaufe  of  the  large- 
nefs  of  the  child’s  head,  fhoulders,  or  belly  ?  That 
he  was  forced  to  deftroy  the  child  to  fave  the  mo¬ 
ther  ?  Wherein  then  confifts  this  fatal  freedom  he 
talks  of?  Ought  not  a  Man  to  be  very  fure  before 
he  accufes  another  after  this  manner?)  “  at  laffc 
cc  fent  for  me.”  I  think  he’s  much  to  blame  for 
not  telling  us,  whether  this  fatal  freedom  taker  was 
a  Doctor  or  an  Apothecary  Midman  ? 

That  excellent  Anatomift  Dr.  Nicholls,  in  his 
Compendium  Anatomicum,  publifhed  in  1733. 
and  republiihed  1736.  has  the  following  remarka- 

ble  paffage,  “  In  omni  malo  fitu ,  ut  in 
**  rebus  defperatis ,  pe  dibus  extrahetur  Foetus” 
i.  e.  In  every  wrong  pofture,  as  alfo  in  defperate 
cafes  the  child  is  to  be  extra6led  by  the  feet. 

Now,  pray  is  it  not  a  wrong  pofture  when  the 
buttocks  prefent  ?  And  yet  the  child  may  be  brought 
away  with  great  fafety  both  to  it  and  the  mother 
when  they  prefent,  without  looking  for  the  feet,  vid. 
pag,  46,  58,  &c.  The  cafe  may  alfo  be  very  defpe¬ 
rate,  and  yet  not  poftible  to  bring  the  child  away 
by  the  feet.  E.  G.  When  the  head  is  too  large 
and  flicks  in  the  paffage,  when  the  head  is  born,  | 
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but  flicks  becaufe  of  the  largenefs  of  the  jfhoul- 

ders,  or  when  the  belly  is  full  of  water,  as  in  the 
cafe  mentioned  pag.  14.  &c. 

Dr.  O— . writes  thus,  1720. “  Cum  Vagina  fit 

nimis  angujia ,  vel  pelvis  naturalitev  paw  a ,  vel 
Foetus  fio lit 0  major ,  una  nonnunqtiatn  continua  ritna 
feu  ficififiur a  ah  vulva  ad  anum ,  fit ,  valde  pe¬ 

ri  culofium  ejs  &  mulierem ,  Ji  evadat ,  i#  pofterum 
fterilem  redditV 

This  cafe  I  have  found,  by  repeated  expe~ 
rience,  not  to  be  at  all  dangerous,  in  perfons  other- 
wife  healthy  5  and  am  fatisfied  that  it  will  contri¬ 
bute  as  little  to  making  them  barren  as  a  broken 
leg. 


c< 


Deductions  from  the  premiffes . 


^  I  Lt  L  S  you  fee  what  a  number  of  children 
have  Deen  loit,  what  a  number  of  women  have 
buffered  great  and  needlefs  pains,  and  have  been 
brought  into  the  utmofl  danger  of  their  lives,  nay 
have  actually  fallen  Martyrs,  Sacrifices,  or  Victims., 
as  they  term  it,  in  the  very  flower  of  their  age,  to 
the  imprudence  and  ignorance  of  Madwomen, 

nay,  and  DoCtor  Midmen,  vid.  pag.  62,  65.  and 

thefe  only  from  the  accounts  of  what  fell  under  the 

cognifance  of  two  Midmen,  viz.  Giffard  and  Chap¬ 
man.  But  pray  how  high  may  we  fuppofe  the  ac- 
count  might  have  rifen,  if  every  Midman,  &c.  who 
practiced  in  England,  fince  the  end  of  the  laft  cen¬ 
tury,  i.  e.  thirty-five  years  back,  had  alfo  made 
up  then  accounts  ?  What  a  black  lift  would  it  be? 
Is  it  not  Clocking  to  think  onff  ?  Are  not  thefe  ac~ 
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counts  of  their  blunders  enough  to  frighten  the 
women  from  ever  fruiting  to  a  Midwoman  any 
more?  But  if  the  Midwomen  in,  and  about  London 
and  Weftminfter,  are  fo  generally  and  fo  grofly  ig¬ 
norant,  as  thofe  gentlemen  have  reprefented  them, 
what  mull  they  be  in  the  country  ?  What  havock 
mull  they  make  among  his  Majefty  s  fubjects : 
What  numbers  of  fine  women  and  children  mult 
daily  fall  a  facrifice  by  the  very  hands,  prol  dolor ! 
from  whom  they  expected  relief?  Is  not  this  a  me¬ 
lancholy  and  deplorable  cafe  ?  Is  it  not  an  evil 
which  demands  both  a  fpeedy  and  an  effectual  re¬ 
medy  ?  Can  any  thing  better  deferve  the  attention 
even  of  the  Legifiature  itfelf  ?  But  granting  their  ig¬ 
norance  to  be  as  great  as  they  fuppofe,  pray  will 
calling  of  names,  fuch  as  Rude,  Rough,  Negligent, 
Ignorant,  Foolilh,  Novice,  Obllinate,  Over-confi¬ 
dent,  Supine,  Unlkilful,  Conceited,  Self-fuffi- 
cient,  Errand  Midwives,  &c.  or  Rebuking,  Blam¬ 
ing,  Checking,  and  Reprimanding,  &c.  thefe  gentle¬ 
men  have  fo  liberally  bellowed  upon  them,  make 
them  more  prudent  or  judicious,  or  enable  them 
in  any  degree  to  give  better  allillance  themfelves, 
and  thereby  put  a  Hop  to  the  great  evil  they  com¬ 
plain  of  fo  loudly  ?  Surely  no  1 

Pray  have  thefe  Gentlemen  Complainants  pro- 
pofed  any  other  method,  to  prevent  for  the  future, 
this  calamitous,  this  difinal,  this  inhuman  praftice, 
except  to  fend  for  one  of  them,  upon  every  little 
trifling  difficulty  ?  Is  not  this  making  mere  Nurfes 

of  the  Midwomen,  and - of  their  patients  ? 

Is  it  not  telling  them  plainly,  that  they  neither  do, 
nor  ever  Hull  know  any  more  of  the  matter,  by 
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any  information  they  will  give  them,  than  ( what 
they  knew  before)  juft  to  receive  a  child  which 
drops  into  their  hands  ?  Nay  it’s  much  worfe,  it's 
making  mere  Jack- calls  of  them  ;  i.  e.  Theymuft 
hunt  about  in  fearch  of  Their  prey,  and  then  fend 
for  Them  to  devour  it.  But  thefe  gentlemen's 
fcheme,  of  being  confulted  upon  every  little  diffi¬ 
culty,  is,  and  always  will  be,  impra&icable  in 
many  cafes,  even  in  London  it  felf,  and  much 
more  in  the  country,  even  tho’  the  Mid  women 
were  as  much  at  their  Beck  as  they  themfelves  could 
defire?  1.  Becaufe  fome  women  are  fo  unfeafona- 
bly  modeft,  or  obftinate,  that  they  cannot  be  pre¬ 
vail'd  on,  on  any  account,  to  admit  of  a  Midman, 
until  it's  too  late.  2.  Becaufe  fome  hufbands  are 
as  much  againft  having  their  wives  laid  by  Men, 
as  they  themfelves  are.  3.  Becaufe  fome  people  are 
fo  very  covetous,  that  they  will  not  fuffer  a  Mid¬ 
man  to  be  fent  for  foon  enough  to  do  any  good. 
4.  Becaufe  fome  people  are  fo  very  poor,  that  they 
cannot  bear  the  expence  of  a  Midman.  5.  Becaufe 
fome  Midmen  are  fo  very  inhuman,  that  they  won’t 
touch  a  poor  woman,  except  they  are  paid  firft, 
vide  pag,  24.  6.  Becaufe  fometimes  Midmen  can¬ 

not  be  got  in  time,  &c.  What  would  They  have 
the  poor  Mid  women  do  in  thefe  cafes  ?  Are  They 
to  be  blamed  for  other  people’s  Tempers,  Opinions, 
or  Inhumanity  ?  Tho?  They  have  been  often  to 
blame,  yet  they  are  not  always  blameable.  What 
then  muft  we  do  ?  Muft  we  always  employ  Men  ? 
Or  continue  to  ftand  idly  by,  and  fuffer  our  wives 
and  children  to  be  thus  cruelly  maffacred  by  igno¬ 
rant  and  unhallowed  hands  ?  Muft  we  never  at- 

K  2 
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tempt  the  cure  of  this  Malignant  and  moft  Pefti- 
lent  diftemper,  by  which  fuch  numbers  have  been, 
and  daily  are  deftroyed,  becaufe  no  body  has  hi¬ 
therto  endeavoured  to  do  it  ?  No!  We  mult  apply 
an  effectual  remedy,  if  it  can  be  found,  Charity 
Humanity,  and  the  ftrongeft  ties  of  nature  ( viz.  the 
prefer vation  of  our  wives  and  children)  oblige  us 
to  do  it. 

But  how  ?  What  Method  will,  or  can,  effectually 
prevent  the  difafters  complained  of  above,  for  the  fu¬ 
ture  ?  The  ignorance  of  the  Midwomen  is, undoubted¬ 
ly  the  principal,  if  not  the  foie  caufe  of  thefe  dire 
events  •,  and  their  unfkilfulnefs  is  certainly  owing  to 
their  want  of  a  proper  education,  and  not  to  their  want 
of  capacity,  and  confequently  is  more  their  misfor¬ 
tune  than  their  fault.  Therefore,  the  only  method 
by  which  this  fatal  diftemper  can  be  cured,  and  all 
its  bad  confequences  for  the  future  avoided,  is  to 
put  it  in  the  power  of  the  Midwomen  to  qualify 
themfelves  thoroughly,  and  at  a  moderate  expence* 
in  all  the  parts  of  their  moff  neceffary  office,  before 
ever  they  are  permitted  to  pradlife :  (And  then  they, 
who  did  not  readily  embrace  the  opportunity,  would 
not  only  be  defer vediy  blamed,  but  ought  to  be 
punifhed  by  the  civil  Magiftrate  : )  E.  G.  They 
ought  to  be  well  inftrudted,  i.  In  the  knowledge 
of  the  nature  and  fituation,  not  only  of  the  parts  of 
generation  in  women,  but  alfo  of  the  circumjacent 
parts  which  may  be  affedted  by,  or  may  obftrudt 
delivery  ;  and  with  the  nature  and  ufe  of  the  Mem¬ 
branes,  Waters,  Navel-ftring,  Placenta,  &c.  of  the 
Foetus.  2.  In  the  caufe  and  cure  of  thefe  diforders 
and  accidents,  peculiar  to  women  during  their 
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pregnancy,  and  after  their  delivery.  3.  Jn  thear£ 
'  of  Touching,  (to  the  want  of  which,  moft  of  the 
blunders  complained  of  above,  were  owing,  viz. 
leaving  the  Placenta  behind.  Dragging  the  womb  in- 
ncle  out,  Millaking  the  arm  for  the  foot,  the  Hips 
for  the  Head  Thrulhng  their  fingers  through  the 
V  agina,  &c.)  whereby  they  can  not  only  tell  the 
prefent  Hate  of  the  woman  at  any  time  of  her  »elta- 
tion,  but  alfo  even  prevent  many  of  the  difficult  and 
dangerous  labours  (being  always  fent  for  fo  early) 
which  now  happen  ;  E.  G.  The  membranes  be¬ 
ing  broke,  and  often  before,  they  may  certainly 
tel!  by  the  touch,  what  parts  prefent,  then  fuppo- 
fing  it  is  the  navel-firing,  hips,  hand,  or  any  other 
part  but  the  head,  advancing  in  a  right  pofture,  they 
may  at  firft  appearance  ( the  parts  being  then  fo 
moiftened  by  the- waters)  be  eafily  put  back,  the 
feet  fought  for,  and  the  child  extracted  by  them  • 
Whereas,  when  they  have  not  art  and  jugement 
enough  to  take  this  favourable  opportunity,  nature 
her  fell  offers  ;  the  woman  is  fpent  with  fruitlefs 
pains,  the  child  advances  in  a  wrong  pofture,  or 
too  flowly,  if  in  a  right  one,  her  body  grows  dry, 
the  womb  collapfes,  and  contrads  fo  clofely  about 
it,  and  the  child  is  fo  jammed,  and  locked  between 
the  bones  of  the  Pelvis,  that  it  cannot  be  extraded. 
without  the  greateft  difficulty  and  danger,  by  the 
moft  dexterous  hands.  And  how  many  fall  under, 
or  foon  alter  fuch  operations,  the  fore-mentioned 
cafes  abundantly  ffiew.  Pray  is  it  not  much  eafier 
and  fafer  to  prevent  fuch  blunders,  than  to  under¬ 
take  the.  cure  of  them  afterwards?  4.  In  the 
moft  rational  Methods  of  delivering  women,  at 
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any  time  of  their  geftation,  of  a  child,  fhlfc  con¬ 
ception,  or  mole,  with  jugement,  dexterity ,  and 
expedition.  5.  In  the  knowledge  of  thofe  cafes 
where  inftruments  are  abfolutely  neceffary,  that 
they  may  fend  direftly  for  a  Surgeon,  inftead  of 
fatigueing  the  mother,  and  endangering  both,  by 
needlefs  delays  and  fruitlefs  attempts.  6.  In  the 
method  of  ufing  them  themfelves,  where  no  Sur¬ 
geon  can  be  had.  Preftat  anceps  quam  nullum  ad- 
hibere  remedium. 

To  which  method  of  qualifying  themfelves,  I 
doubt  not  the  Midwomen  will  objeft  and  fay,  that 
they  would  readily  be  at  any  reafonable  expence 
and  fatigue,  to  be  fo  thoroughly  inftrufted  in 
all  the  parts  of  their  office,  as  I  propofe :  but 
it’s  not  in  their  power,  they  have  no  opportu¬ 
nity  of  following  this  fcheme.  How  can  they  do 
it  ?  The  Midwomen  cannot,  and  the  Midmen 
won’t  indraft  them.  What  then  would  you  have 
them  do  ?  Can  you  blame  thefe  good  women  then, 
for  doing  as  well  as  they  can,  nay  as  well  as  their 
Miftreffes  who  taught  them  the  little  they  do  know, 
tho’  not  fo  well  as  they  would,  had  they  had  the 
opportunities  of  being  inftrufted,  as  above-mention¬ 
ed  ?  To  which  I  anfwer,  I  own  their  Plea  to  be 
juft:  and  reafonable,  until  thefe  opportunities  are 
put  in  their  power. 

The  Midmen,  1  doubt  not,  will  object  and 
fay,  that  the  Midwomen  want  both  Capacity  and 
Strength  (inftruft  them  as  ye  pleafe)  to  perform 
what  I  propofe.  To  which  I  reply,  That  this  is 
only  an  artful  and  groundlefs  infinuation,  and  do 
affirm,  ( ore  rotundo ,  plenis  buccis)  that  it’s  not  want 
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of  Capacity,  Docility,  Strength,  or  Adivity,  but 
merely  want  of  fit  and  full  inftrudions  in  all  the 
parts  of  their  office,  which  difables  them  to  per¬ 
form  it,  in  all  cafes  f excepting  where  inftruments 
are  neceffary)  with  as  much  Eafe,  Safety,  and  Expe¬ 
dition,  as  the  moft  dexterous  Midman ;  which  is 
evident  to  a  demonftration,  from  the  fuccefsful 
practice  of  the  Midwomen  in  the  Hotel  Dieu  at 
Paris,  (thebeft  fchool  for  Midwomen  now  in  Europe) 
where  they  hardly  ever  want  the  affiftance  of  a 
Surgeon,  excepting  where  inftruments  muft  be 
ufed :  Which  is  frankly  owned  by  Monfieur  de  la 
Motte,  who  fays,  that  during  the  fpace  of  fix 
months,  wherein  he  attended  amongft  the  women 
in  the  Hotel  Dieu  at  Paris,  there  was  but  one  hard 
labour  happened  where  there  was  the  leaft  oc- 
cafion  for  a  Surgeon,  and  even  that  was  at  laft  fi- 
m filed  by  nature  .  and  in  that  time  there  were  a- 
bove  four  hundred  delivered,  almoft  all  by  the 
Apprentices,  and  very  rarely  by  Madam  du  Ter- 
tre,  who  was  then  firft  Midwife.  I  have  alfo  been 
informed  lately,  by  a  correfpondent  at  Paris,  that 
there  are  now  about  two  thoufand  women  delivered 
in  that  hofpital,  communihus  annis ,  without  the  affi¬ 
ance  of  a  Surgeon,  excepting  as  above.  Would 
lot  any  perfon  then  be  defervedly  laughed  at  who 
hould  afiert,  that  our  women  are  not  as  capable 
>f  performing  their  office,  had  they  the  fame  in- 
truftions,  as  the  French  women  ? 

But  this  charge  of  the  Midmen  will  appear 
till  more  groundlefs,  ifweconfider  the  nature  of 
he  blunders  they  are  charged  with  by  Dr.  Cham- 
erlen,  Giffard,  and  Chapman,  in  the  cafes  before 


j2  The  State  of  Midwifery, 

mentioned,  viz.  of  Pulling  at  the  child’s  arm,  In¬ 
verting  the  Matrix,  Midaking  the  hand  for  the 
foot,  Leaving  the  Placenta  behind,  Being  ignorant 
of  the  art  of  Touching,  &c.  &c.  Pray  do  thefe 
charges  prove  their  want  of  Capacity,  Docility,  or 
Strength  ?  Surely  no !  All  that  can  be  reafonably  de¬ 
duced  from  them,  is,  that  they  want  a  proper  edu¬ 
cation,  which  is  their  misfortune  more  than  their 
fault,  and  what  Pm  endeavouring  to  put  in  their 
power  to  have.  Pray  is  there  a  Midwoman  in 
England  fo  ftupid,  as  not  to  be  eafily  convinced, 
that  pulling  at  the  arm  is  wrong  and  to  no  purpofe ; 
that  tugging  too  hard  at  the  Navel-dring,  or  laying 
hold  of  the  fund  of  the  womb,  inftead  of  the  Pla¬ 
centa,  will  invert  the  Uterus  ;  or,  that  miffing 
their  time  to  take  away  the  Placenta,  when  the 
paffage  is  open,  makes  it  both  difficult,  painful, 
nay,  and  dangerous  to  extrad  it  afterwards  ;  or  that 
could  not  with  proper  pains  be  indruded,  to  ad 
rationally  in  thefe  or  mod  other  cafes  ?  Pray  is  there 
any  branch  of  Surgery  in  which  fo  many  of  the  family 

cf  - -  have  been  and  are  engaged,  as  in 

the  bufinefs  of  Midwifery  ?  ( Yet  fome  of  them  are 
very  learned  and  knowing  Men.)  An  affair  of 
fuch  vaft  importance  to  mankind. 

H  ow  can  it  be  made  appear,  that  Dodors, 
Apothecaries,  and  the  lowed  clafs  of  Surgeons, 
who  are  as  little  acquainted  with  the  other  princi¬ 
pal  operations  of  Surgery,  as  the  very  women  them- 
felves,  are  more  capable  of  performing  thefe  ope¬ 
rations  than  They,  who  have  much  more  pradice5: 
and  many  of  them  as  good  capacities  ?  Pray  where-: 
in  confids  the  fecret  ?  It  requires  no  Mathematicks.: 
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no  (kill  in  Philofophy,  no  Univerfity  learning  « 
all,  otherwife  moil  of  the  Midmen  would  be  di- 
ftanced  as  well  as  all  the  Midwomen.  Has  not  all 
ages  produced  women  who  have  made  a  figure  in 
the  moft  fubhme  parts  of  learning,  and  in  all  man- 

T-rT°'eCUrII0JUtand  Ufcful  altS;  and  a,fo  illiterate 
thick-headed  Pnefts,  Lawyers,  and  Phyficians  ?  Ail 

wh,ch  is  occafioned  by  nothing  fo  much  as  having 

or  wanting,  a  proper  education.  Why  then ,  is  °it 

not  rational  to  fuppofe ,  that  they  might  aljo  he 

made  capable  of  affifting  their  own  fex,  at  that 

time  when  it  is  leaf  proper  for  Men  to  come  near 

them  r 

But  now  to  come  to  the  main  point,  viz.  How 
the  method  I  propofe  for  the  regular  inftrudtion  of 
the  Midwomen,  can  be  put  in  execution  ?  To 
which  I  anfwer :  i.  That  an  hofpital  be  erefted, 

^  ln  London  or  Weftminfter  (at  the  publick 
expence,  by  donation,  or  fubfcriptions,  as  feveral 
Alms-houfes,  Infirmaries,  Hofpitals,  &c.  of  fir 
lefs  confequence  to  the  Commonweal,  have  been 
and  are  daily  carried  on)  for  the  reception  of 
about  two  or  three  hundred  poor  women  who  are 
ig  with  child.  2.  That  a  proper  number  of 
Midwomen  be  appointed  to  attend  them.  2.  That 
two  Surgeon  Midrnen  be  appointed  to  affill  thefe 
Midwomen  in  all  extraordinary  cafes,  and  to  de- 
monftrate  the  ftrufture  of  the  parts  concerned,  ex- 
plain  the  art  of  touching,  &c.  as  above,  in  fet  ledums, 
at  lean:  three  times  a  week,  to  all  the  Mid  women  and 
their  apprentices  who  pleafe  to  attend.  4.  That  every 
young  woman,  who  defigns  to  pra&icc  Midwifery, 
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{hall  be  obliged  to  attend  thefe  courfes  during  her 
apprenticefhip  •,  then  go  and  pra&ile,  for  a  fet 
time,  under  thofe  expert  Midwomen  in  that  Ho- 
fpital :  Afterwards  let  them  be  examined  as  to 
the  lkill  and  knowledge  they  have  acquired  in  their 
profeffion,  by  the  two  Surgeons,  (fmce  our  Dorn, 
fac.  toturn  take  Midwifery  either  to  be  no  part  o 
Surgery,  or  fuch  a  trifling  part  of  it,  that  it’s  be¬ 
low  their  notice  •,  notwithftanding  fome  of  them 
can  diftinguifh,  to  a  mathematical  exadtnefs,.  how 
many  grains  of  more  knowledge  in  Surgery  is  re- 
quifite  for  a  Surgeon  of  a  firft,  than  of  a  fecon 
rate  Man  of  War,)  and  fix  or  feven  other  perfons, 
appointed  by  his  majefty,  (becaufe  I  don’t  think  it 
reafonable,  that  fo  many  people’s  bread  Ihould  de¬ 
pend  on  the  humour  and  caprice  of  any  two  Men 
only,)  and  if  approved,  to  receive  from  them  a 
certificate  of  their  fitnefs  to  praftife  in  London  or 
any  where  elfe.  5.  That,  until  fit  Hofpitals  can  be 
built  and  endowed,  a  Midman  be  appointed  in 
every  city,  or  county-town  in  England,  to  read 
the  forefaid  le&ures  to  all  the  Mid  women  in  the 
county,  and  demonftrate  to  them  the  truth  of  tneir 
doftrines  on  the  poor  of  the  neighbouinood,  0 
which  there  are  plenty  every  where. 

If  this ,  or  fome  fuch  Scheme,  whs  put  in  execution  fit 
the  principal  towns  of  the  kingdom ,  Fmfatisfied ,  in  a  very 
few  years  there  would  hardly  he  an  ignorant  Midwoman 
in  England 5  and  confequently  the  great  agonies ,  moft  wo¬ 
men  fuffer  at  the  very  mention  of  a  Man,would  be  ahnofi 
entirely  prevented  \  the  great  expence  they  coft  faved  > 


tn  London7,  Weftminfter,  &c.  j* 

*nd  the  melancholy  [cenes  above-mentioned ,  would  be  no 
more  feen  nor  heard  of.  What  can  be  more  Defer  able  ? 
What  tmjbm  more  Humanity  ?  What  can  be  more 
Charitable ,  than  to  purfeue  a  Defegn ,  whereby  the  lives 
ofefeo  many  innocent  children,  and  valuable  women 
?nay  e  yearly,  nay  daily ,  faved  from  deft rndl ion  ? 

FINIS. 


Speedily  mil  be  publifehed. \ 

(Dedicated  to  that  accurate  Anatomift ,  and  confum  ■ 

mate  Accoucheur,  Dr.  James  Douglas,  PhvLian 

Extraordinary  to  the  Queen,  Fellow  of  the  Royal 

Society,  and  Honorary  Fellow  of  the  College of 
P  by  ft  cians,)  ®  J 

A  Tran,natI0ri  ,of  Madam  du  Tertre’s  excellent 
£\  book,  entitled  Inftrunion  familiere  &  tris 

{  '/’  ^  •  WJth  fhe  French  King’s  ample  privi- 
ge,  approbation  of  the  College  of  Phyficians  &r 
To  which  will  be  added,  propofals  for  a  Courfe  of 
M/DwirERy,  to  Midwomen  only,  wherefo  the 

explained. operatlons  <*  -W  «  will  bc  bmfl. 

By  John  Douglas  Surgeon,  F.  R .  S, 

Deafum  auxiliaris ,  opemque 
Exorat  a  fero.  ^  ^ 
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